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October 25, 2017





To:  President Rich Hillis, SF Planning Commission

From:  Marlayne Morgan and Jim Warshell, Co-Chairs VNCNC

Re:  Academy of Art (AAU)  Institutional Master Plan



Dear President Hillis and Commissioners:



The Van Ness Corridor Neighborhoods Council urges the Commission not to accept the AAU Draft IMP on November 2, 2017, but to continue to seek additional information. As you know, the purpose of the IMP is to provide Planning and the public with an understanding and the ability to comment on land use impacts from the institution’s operation.



AAU has failed to comply with this requirement on many occasions, and while not complying has acquired and converted multiple categories of property (residential, hotel, commercial, etc.) to dormitory and educational uses without proper permission. While conversions of residential property to dorms is prohibited, since 1994 AAU has removed 144 apartments (most rent controlled) and 140 residential hotel rooms (serving very low income) from the market. 

This has had an adverse impact on housing availability for moderate and low- income residents. In addition,  AAU has removed over 270 hotel rooms (possibly as many as 406), which deprives the city of hotel tax revenues.  An additional 94 live-work units have been converted to dorms, which violates the intent of live work zoning controls. 

Also, there are impacts on air quality, transportation, urban sprawl, use of public open spaces and other issues which have not been adequately addressed in the IMP.

Since the AAU Proposed Settlement Agreement was released in December 2016, there have not been adequate opportunities for public input, with only one information item before Planning on 2/2/17.  Therefore, we strongly urge the Commission to continue this item for further public review and input.


cc.  Jonas Ionin

      John Rahaim





				VNCNC Member Organizations


Cathedral Hill Neighbors Association



Golden Gate Valley Neighborhood Association



Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association



Lower Polk Neighbors



Middle Polk Neighborhood Association



Pacific Avenue Neighbors



Pacific Heights Residents Association



Russian Hill Community Association



Russian Hill Neighbors



Western SoMa Voice
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West Bay Law
Law Office of J. Scott Weaver

October 20, 2017

Commissioners,

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Room 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: 2750 19® Street, 2014-001400ENX
Dear Commissioners,

Community representatives from United to Save the Mission, La Raza Centro Legal,
Calle 24 Latino Cultural District and Pacific Felt Factory have met with representatives for the
project sponsor on two occasions. Unfortunately, the project sponsors are unwilling to budge on
what we conclude is a very bad project for the Mission. Accordingly, we are requesting that you
exercise your discretion under Planning Code Section 329(e)(4) to disapprove the project, or, if
not so inclined, to impose conditions on approval that address the concerns set forth below:

No On-Site Affordable Housing — Despite community opposition to the contrary, the
developer has decided not to put affordable housing on site. In a community that has seen an
unprecedented flight of its residents, affordable housing is at a premium. The above
organizations strongly feel that on-site affordable housing is much more preferable to payment of
in lieu fees. Two reasons support this position: 1) Urgently needed affordable housing gets built
right away and 2) On-site affordable housing mitigates against the gentrifying impacts that a
100% luxury development would have. This preference was expressed in no uncertain terms at a
meeting in early August. The developers took two months to schedule a second meeting had not
moved on their in lieu position.

No PDR Replacement — The site is zoned UMU consisting of over 10,000 square feet. It
is operated by J.F. Fitzgerald Furniture company which custom makes and upholsters (and
ret:t?holsters) furniture. The company provides well paid jobs for 35 individuals. As of October
197, the developers had not taken any measures to assist their employees if, and when the
building is demolished. Instead, the developer has chosen to devote 7,500 square feet to
unspecified retail uses.

Community members have expressed concern about the use of the retail space and who it
is likely to serve. To address these concerns, we have suggested alternatives which have been
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agreed to by developers of other projects. The developers of this project have been unresposive
on this issue.

45 Parking Spaces — The project sponsor proposes 45 parking spaces for a 60 unit
building (75%). We believe that this will have a further gentrifying impact on the community
because it will attract higher income tenants (or owners) . The subject site is in a transit rich
location and such parking is both unnecessary and unreasonable. In the immediate vicinity are
numerous public transit lines. The 27 Bryant stops in front of the building. The 12 Folsom and
33 Ashbury are two blocks away, the 22 Fillmore and 55 16" Street are three blocks away, and
the Mission Street busses, four blocks away. BART is a 15-minute walk. The developer has not
agreed to reduce parking.

No Commitment to Hiring Union Labor — The project sponsor has refused to commit
to union labor for the construction of the project. With respect to union labor, local hire, and
training, the sponsor has failed to nail anything down, and, instead, has provided non-specific
platitudes regarding community benefits.

Developer Commitment to Wall Street, Not the Community — The project is driven
behind the scenes by Rubicon Point Partners, LLC who have "partnered" with the owners. Their

Notice of Agreement (with the nominal owners) is on file with the San Francisco Recorder’s
Office. It seems the owners have been out of the loop with respect to this development as they
have been unable to provide meaningful answers to concerns raised by community members.
Rubicon has direct ties with numerous wall street investment houses. You can find out more
about them at http://rubiconpointpartners.com/our-investments/ ; Here's a clip from their website:

"Our experience is based on an institutional track record of former principals of Goldman Sachs,
Rockwood Capital, Roland Berger, 365 Main, Inc., and the United States Treasury Department.
Our real estate investment experience lies in 5 million square feet of investment, development,
and management"

These Wall Street connections explain their uncaring and tone-deaf attitude towards the
community. One cannot now expect that any vague, unspecified promises that they may make
would result in any accountability when the time comes to deliver on them.

The Proposed Project is Inconsistent with the Stated Purposes of the Eastern
Neighborhoods Plan and the Mission Plan.

In evaluating the desirability of the proposed project, the Commission should evaluate it
in light of its inconsistency with the objectives of the Eastern Neighborhoods and Mission Plans.
Eastern Neighborhoods Plan contain the following objectives:
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* Reflect Local Values: To develop a rezoning proposal that reflects the land use needs
and priorities of each neighborhoods’ stakeholders and that meets citywide goals for residential
and industrial land use.

« Increase Housing: To identify appropriate locations for housing in the City’s
industrially zoned land to meet a citywide need for more housing, and affordable housing in
particular. (emphasis supplied)

 Maintain Some Industrial Land Supply: To retain an adequate supply of industrial land
to meet the current and future needs of the City’s production, distribution, and repair businesses
and the city’s economy.

o Improve the Quality of All Existing Areas with Future Development: To improve the
quality of the residential and nonresidential places that future development will create over that
which would occur under the existing zoning.

The Mission Area Plan was even more specific in its land use policy: to protect
“established areas of residential, commercial, and PDR, and ensuring that areas that have become
mixed-use over time develop in such a way that they contribute positively to the neighborhood.
A place for living and working also means a place where affordably priced housing is made
available, a diverse array of jobs is protected, and where goods and services are oriented to the
needs of the community.”

Mission-wide goals include:

» Increase the amount of affordable housing.

» Preserve and enhance the existing Production, Distribution and Repair businesses.

* Preserve and enhance the unique character of the Mission’s distinct commercial areas.
* Minimize displacement.

In light of these goals, the Commission must consider; 1) the proposed project’s removal
of 10,000 square feet of PDR, 2) the provision of 60 luxury units as against no affordable
housing on site 3) excessive parking, and 4) the merits, or lack of merits of the exemptions that
the applicant is seeking.
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The Proposed Project Does Nof Comply with Interim Controls or MAP 2020
Objectives.

In the preamble to the Interim Controls, the Commission found that they were consistent
with the eight priority policies of section 101.1 of the Planning Code including: 1) preserving
and enhancing neighborhood employment and ownership of neighborhood-serving businesses; 2)
preserving, existing neighborhood character and economic and cultural diversity; and 3)
preserving and enhancing affordable housing.

Likewise, the stated purpose of the MAP 2020 Planning Process is to “retain low to
moderate income residents and community-serving businesses (including Production,
Distribution, and Repair) artists and nonprofits in order to strengthen and preserve the
socioeconomic diversity of the Mission neighborhoods”.

The cumulative impacts of this and other predominantly luxury development projects
create a result 180 degrees opposite the purposes of Interim Controls and the MAP 2020 process.

There are a Number of Failings in the CEQA Evaluation of the Proposed Project

The Department made a CEQA Determination of Exemption on October 17, 2017. 1
have not been able to yet give the determination a more detailed review and will provide further
comment on this issue prior to the hearing. As a threshold observation, we note that the
Department still refuses to undertake a meaningful environmental evaluation if only because the
cumulative total of units built, entitled or in the pipeline (a minimum of 3,465 units) whereas the
PEIR evaluated a maximum of 2,054 units, with a “preferred project” of 1,692. (See
Attachment). This result not only confirms the inadequacy of the underlying EIR, but
demonstrates flaws in the Eastern Neighborhood Plan’s ability to predict the outcomes of its
policies.

For the above reasons, it is respectfully requested that the Commission exercise its
discretion under Planning Code Section 329(e)(4) to disapprove the project, or, if not so inclined,
to impose conditions on approval that address the concerns raised herein.

N

< W),
. Scott'Weaver
JSW:sme






Mission Projects Completed or Under Environmental Review
2008-2/23/16 (Planning Dept Data.)

3418 26™ Street 13 units

80 Julian Street 8 units

411 Valencia Street 16 units

490 South Van Ness 72 (add  + 15 units*
3240 18" Street 16 units

1875 Mission Street 38 units

1501 15" St 40 units

480 Potrero 84 units

2550-58 Mission 114 units

1450 15™ Street 23 units

346 Potrero 72 units

1785 15™ Street 8 units

1801-63 Mission Street 54 units

2600 Harrison Street 20 units

1924 Mission Street 12 units

600 South Van Ness 27 units

2000-2070 Bryant 254 subtract — 60 units*
2000-2070 Bryant (affordable) add +130 units*
1298 Valencia Street 35 units

1198 Valencia Street 52 units

1050 Valencia Street 16 units

1979 Mission Street 331 units

2675 Folsom Street 117 units

1900 Mission Street 11 units

2750 19" Street 60 units

1515 South Van Ness 160 subtract -3 units*
3140 16™ Street 28 units

2799 24™ Street 8 units

2435 16™ Street 53 units

3357-59 26" Street 8 units

1726-30 Mission Street 36 add +4 units*
3314 Cesar Chavez 52 units

1798 Bryant Street 131 units

2918-24 Mission Street 38 add +37 units*
793 South Van Ness 54 add +19 units*
953 Treat 8 units

3620 Cesar Chavez 28 units





344 14" /1463 Stevenson 45 units

1950 Mission Street 157 units
1296 Shotwell 96 units
Subtotal 2,451 units
Adjustment* +142 units
TOTAL

2,593 units

Mission Projects completed since 2008 not included in total above.

1880 Mission Street/ 1600 15™ Street (Vara) 202 units

380 14" Street 29 units
411 Valencia Street 16 units
Subtotal

Current Mission Pipeline Projects Not included above.

235 Valencia Street 50 units
1500 15" Street/398 Valencia 184 units
3700 20™ Street 25 units
3420 18™ Street 16 units
2632 Mission Street 16 units
606 Capp Street 20 units
2100 Mission Street 29 units
2070 Folsom Street 127 units
1990 Folsom Street 158 units
Subtotal

GRAND TOTAL

Proposed project approved in 2008 1,696 units
Number studied under EIR project options:
Option A — 762
Option B - 1,118
Option C - 2,054

* Adjustments to project size made after February 23, 2016

247 units

625 units

3,465 units






West Bay Law
Law Office of J. Scott Weaver

October 25, 2017

Commissioners,

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Room 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: 2750 19" Street, 2014-001400ENX
Dear Commissioners,
This is the second of two letters to you regarding the proposed project at 2750 19™ Street.

This letter is with respect to the failure of the Department to properly analyze the
cumulative impacts of this project. The Letter of Determination and the Community Plan
Checklist erroneously concluded that there would be no significant impacts of the project that
were not evaluated in the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan EIR (PEIR), either individually or
cumulatively. The assumptions upon which the PEIR is based are now outdated and therefore
the PIER does not, and cannot be relied on to accurately evaluate the cumulative impacts of the
project. The PEIR examined a cumulative production of 2054 housing units for the Mission
during the period 2008 to 2025. Currently, there are over 3,569 units that have been constructed,
entitled, or are in the pipeline (See Attachment). Since the Letter of Determination relied
entirely on the validity of PEIR, it could not have possibly have evaluated cumulative impacts.
Furthermore, as described below, there have been other new developments on the ground that the
PEIR did not envision when it was prepared.

CEQA Requires a Cumulative Impact Analysis of Projects.

Under Public Resources Code Section 21083 subdivision (b)(2).) "The possible effects
of a project are individually limited but cumulatively considerable. As used in this paragraph
‘cumulatively considerable’ means that the incremental effects of an individual project are

considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other

current projects, and the effects of probable future projects." Stated otherwise, a lead agency
shall require an EIR be prepared for a project when the record contains substantial evidence that

the "project has possible environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively
considerable." (Guidelines section 15065 subdivision (2) (3).) “Cumulatively considerable
~means that incremental effects of the of an individual project is considerable when viewed in
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connection with past projects, the effects of other current projects, and effects of probable future
projects.” Citizens to Preserve the Ojai v County of Ventura (1985) 176 Cal.App.3d 421 stated
that “unstated cumulative impacts impedes meaningful public discussion and skews the decision
maker’s perspective concerning the environmental consequences of a project, the necessity for
mitigation measures and the appropriateness of project approval.” Here, the impacts are clearly
“unstated”.

The environmental assessment of this project consisted largely of a CPE for the proposed
project which was dependent solely on the 2008 Eastern Neighborhoods Plan EIR (PEIR). The
PIER envisioned a scenario of up to 2054 units in the Mission over a 19 year period. We are
about half way through this period and are exceeding production by a factor of 75%. The PEIR
evaluated significant impacts and proposed mitigation of those significant impacts. It would be
mistaken to assume that those significant impacts would not become more significant, and would
not require additional mitigations, yet the PEIR does just that. It would also be mistaken to
assume that other impacts, which may not have been identified as significant in the PEIR, would
not be significant now given the substantial increase in the number of units. Again, the
evaluation here does just that.

We cannot know exactly what issues these cumulative impacts on traffic and circulation
would entail because they have not been studied. It stands to reason, however, that, with the
addition of almost twice as many units, in half the time anticipated would have implications as to
traffic and circulation, if only because there would be more people transporting themselves.
Likewise more units would implicate greenhouse gas emissions, land use, noise, and the need for
more recreation and open space.

Simply put, neither the CPE nor the PEIR provide adequate information regarding
potential cumulative impacts in this highly concentrated area. As a result, mitigation measures
that would ease these impacts have not been put in place.

CPE Reliance on the PEIR is Improper Because Substantial New Information Affecting
Environmental Analysis has Become Available.

At least part of the reason for the disconnect between the goals and the outcomes of the
Eastern Neighborhood Plan is that there have been numerous changes on the ground that have
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts on the environment. When substantial new information
becomes available, CEQA Guidelines require comprehensive analysis of these issues. (CEQA
Guidelines Sec. 15183). The situation on the ground has changed substantially since the PEIR
was prepared in 2008 in the following ways:
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- An Unanticipated Rapid Pace of Development. The PEIR was prepared in the
midst of the “great recession” and did not project the steep increases in housing prices
that we have witnessed during the past eight years. This has been especially
exacerbated by the increase in high paying jobs that have come to the City. This has
resulted in a construction explosion. As a result, the cumulative total of units built,
approved, and under review in the pipeline (3,569 as of June 30, 2017). This exceeds
the highest number of units contemplated in the Plan EIR for the Mission (2,056).
The PEIR projected this production to take place over a much longer period of time -
2008 to 2025. Development has therefore accelerated at a pace higher than that
anticipated in the PEIR. Because of the unexpectedly rapid pace of development,
community benefits, including improvements to the Mission’s traffic, transportation,
open space, and recreation infrastructures have been unable to keep pace (ENCAC
Response to Monitoring Report - The report also noted that transportation impacts
hurt businesses). The PEIR clearly did not anticipate this pace of development. nor
the needs to step up mitigation measures.

- Changed Transportation Patterns. In addition to the cumulative concentration of
traffic, the project area will experience unforeseen changes in traffic patterns that
have not yet been evaluated. These include the “ride share” phenomena, increased
frequency of “amazon” deliveries, and the existence of “red lanes™ which both
confuse traffic and make it harder to exit from on-site parking. Although there was a
traffic study done for this project, it did not contain any cumulative analysis and
based its Mode Share Projections on 2011-2014 projections.! (Discussed further
below)

- Disproportionate Construction of Market Rate Units as compared with
Affordable Units. One cannot reasonably assert that “we are not building enough
housing”. The 2017Q1 Residential Pipeline Report states that, only two years in, San
Francisco has exceeded its 2015 to 2022 housing production goals, and has built or
entitled 217% of the RHNA Goals for above moderate income housing (greater than
120% AMI). Moderate and low income production is well below targets — even if
one equates housing rehabilitation with housing production — which these figures
seem to indicate. These figures do not include an additional 22,680 units from the
large projects at Hunters Point, Treasure Island, and ParkMerced. Put another way,
approximately 70% of the housing built or entitled serve the top thirds of the
population, while two thirds of the population

- The memo also admits that there were potential safety issues for vehicles exiting the garage (page 20)
as well as potential conflicts crossing red lanes (although no mitigation was proposed.
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compete for 30% of the housing. This has implications with respect to the manner in
which the City — especially the affected areas — are transformed. In addition to the
injustice, the transformation impacts of the overbuild of luxury housing has
environmental implications relative to traffic, congestion, land use, and health and
safety.

Gentrification Has Caused Unanticipated Increases in Traffic and Automobile
Ownership. The unanticipated influx of high earners in the Mission has resulted, and
will result, in a substantial increase in the rate of automobile ownership and “ride
sharing” in the Mission. Between 2000 to 2013, the number of households with
automobiles increased from 37% to 64% - or 9,172 automobiles in 2000 to 16,435 in
2013. At the same time AMI increased from $50,676 to $75,269. It is now well
recognized that high earners are twice as likely to own an automobile than their low
income counterparts — even in transit rich areas such as the Mission. The
displacement of Mission residents has resulted in, and will result in, long reverse
commutes to places of employment, children’s schools, and social services that are
not available in outlying areas. These reverse commutes further exacerbate traffic
congestion and create greenhouse gas emissions not contemplated in the PEIR.

Tech Shuttle Gentrification and Displacement Impacts. The PEIR did not
anticipate the impact of tech shuttles from a traffic standpoint, nor from that of the
demand for housing. The specter of living within a few blocks of a free ride to work
has caused many tech employees to move to areas where the shuttles stop —
predominantly in the Mission. As such, we have high-earning employees
exacerbating the already high demand for housing. The anti-eviction mapping project
has documented the connection between shuttle stops and higher incidences of no-
fault evictions. hitp://www.antievictionmappingproject.net/techbusevictions.himl

Conclusion

CEQA requires a cumulative environmental analysis based on the circumstances on the
ground as they are and as they are reasonably anticipated. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR is
the wrong vehicle to assess these cumulative impacts. Without such assessment, the City has
fallen short of its CEQA obligation to inform as to significant environmental impacts and
adequate mitigations.






Mission Projects Completed or Under Environmental Review

2008-2/23/16 (Planning Dept Data.)

3418 26™ Street

80 Julian Street

411 Valencia Street
490 South Van Ness
3240 18™ Street
1875 Mission Street
1501 15™ St

480 Potrero

2550-58 Mission
1450 15™ Street

346 Potrero

1785 15™ Street
1801-63 Mission Street
2600 Harrison Street
1924 Mission Street
600 South Van Ness
2000-2070 Bryant

2000-2070 Bryant (affordable)

1298 Valencia Street
1198 Valencia Street
1050 Valencia Street
1979 Mission Street
2675 Folsom Street
1900 Mission Street
2750 19" Street

1515 South Van Ness
3140 16™ Street

2799 24™ Street

2435 16" Street
3357-59 26™ Street
1726-30 Mission Street
3314 Cesar Chavez
1798 Bryant Street
2918-24 Mission Street
793 South Van Ness
953 Treat

3620 Cesar Chavez

13 units
8 units
16 units
72 (add
16 units
38 units
40 units
84 units
114 units
23 units
72 units
8 units
54 units
20 units
12 units
27 units
254 subtract

+ 15 units*

— 60 units*

add +130 units*

35 units
52 units
16 units
331 units
117 units
11 units
60 units
160 subtract

28 units

8 units

53 units

8 units
36 add

52 units

131 units
‘38 add
54 add

8 units

28 units

-3 units*

+4 units*

+37 units*
+19 units*





344 14% /1463 Stevenson 45 units -

1950 Mission Street 157 units
1296 Shotwell 96 units
Subtotal 2,451 units
Adjustment* +142 units
TOTAL

2,593 units

Mission Projects completed since 2008 not included in total above.

1880 Mission Street/ 1600 15" Street (Vara) 202 units

380 14" Street 29 units
411 Valencia Street 16 units
Subtotal

Current Mission Pipeline Projects Not included above.

235 Valencia Street 50 units
1500 15™ Street/398 Valencia 184 units
3700 20™ Street 25 units
3420 18™ Street 16 units
2632 Mission Street 16 units
606 Capp Street 20 units
2100 Mission Street 29 units
2070 Folsom Street 127 units
1990 Folsom Street 158 units
Subtotal

GRAND TOTAL

Proposed project approved in 2008 1,696 units
Number studied under EIR project options:
Option A — 762
Option B- 1,118
Option C - 2,054

* Adjustments to project size made after February 23, 2016

247 units

625 units

3,465 units






To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

October 23, 2017

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of October 23, 2017

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of October 23, 2017. 


Ethics (Monday, October 23, 530PM)

Discussion Only


· Discussion of Staff Policy Report and monthly update of the Commission’s Annual Policy Plan.


Action Items


· Discussion and possible action regarding proposed amendment to the Ethics Commission’s bylaws to change the date and start time of the Commission’s Regular Monthly meeting.


· Discussion and possible action on Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Referral of File No. 17048, Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.


· Continued discussion and possible action on revised proposed 2017 San Francisco Anti-Corruption and Accountability Ordinance that builds on the initial Proposition J Revision proposal and amends City campaign and government conduct laws (SF Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Articles I and III).


· Discussion and possible action on proposed change to Ethics Commission Regulations 67.33-1 and 15.102-1 (Sunshine and Ethics Trainings)


· Continued discussion and possible action on Staff’s Proposed Draft Enforcement Regulations with Staff Responses to Written Public Comment.


· Discussion and possible action on legislative items of interest to Commissioner Kopp.


· Discussion and possible action regarding status of complaints received or initiated by the Ethics Commission. 


· Conference with Legal Counsel: Anticipated litigation as plaintiff. (Closed Session) Number of possible cases: 42


Film (Monday, October 23, 2PM)

Discussion Only


· PRESIDENT’S REPORT - President Wang will provide an additional alert about the need to reschedule the Commission meetings for November and December; and a proposal for a full date Commission retreat in lieu of the January Commission meeting January.


· EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR REPORT


· an update on the number of recent film permits and notable productions which have shot in San Francisco; 


· an update on upcoming productions


· a report about the recent mixer held at the University Club on October 11th 

· a report about Film SF’s participation at the Mill Valley Film Festival which ran from October 5th-15th.

· a thank you to Commissioners Stiker, Cheng and Moscone for their assistance with an upcoming production 


· a reminder about the upcoming Film Commission Holiday Party on Wednesday December 6th.


· PRESENTATION BY BAYCAT - Senait Hailemariam, BAYCAT Studio Production Coordinator, will present about BAYCAT Studio's Internship Pathway Program, whose members have found work through the First Source Hiring Program and the Scene in San Francisco Rebate Program.


Small Business (Monday, October 23, 2PM)


Discussion Only


· Small Business Commission Certificate of Honor recognizing the contributions of Emily Gasner, founder and CEO of Working Solutions, from 2004-2017.

Action Items


· Board of Supervisors File No. 171042 - Various Codes - Regulation of Cannabis Businesses. Ordinance amending the Administrative, Business and Tax Regulations, Health, and Police Codes to comprehensively regulate commercial activities relating to the cultivation, manufacture, distribution, testing, sale, and delivery of medicinal and adult use cannabis by, among other things: 1) requiring businesses that engage in commercial cannabis activities to obtain a permit from the Office of Cannabis; 2) requiring the Director of the Office of Cannabis to establish an Equity Program to promote equitable ownership and employment opportunities in the cannabis industry; 3) defining eligibility for temporary and permanent cannabis business permits; 4) establishing priorities for the review of cannabis business permit applications; 5) establishing operating standards for cannabis businesses; 6) establishing criteria for granting, denying, suspending, and revoking cannabis business permits; 7) incorporating state law governing commercial cannabis activities into local law for enforcement purposes; 8) authorizing the imposition of fines and penalties for violation of local and state laws governing cannabis businesses, and establishing procedures by which cannabis businesses may appeal a fine or permit penalty; 9) prohibiting the smoking and vaping of cannabis on the premises of all cannabis businesses, except select Medicinal Cannabis Retailers, as authorized by the Department of Public Health; 10) prohibiting the consumption of cannabis and cannabis products, other than by smoking or vaping, on the premises of all cannabis businesses, except Storefront Cannabis Retailers and Cannabis Microbusinesses that obtain consumption permits from the Department of Public Health; 11) prohibiting until January 1, 2019, tours of cannabis cultivators, manufacturers, and cannabis microbusinesses, and authorizing the Director of Cannabis to extend the prohibition on tours, or establish guidelines for the operation of tours; 12) establishing a sunset date of March 31, 2018, for Article 33 of the Health Code (“Medical Cannabis Act”); and 13) eliminating the duty of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to send letters annually to state and federal officials requesting that cannabis be regulated and taxed; and affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act.

· Board of Supervisors File No. 171041 - Planning Code - Cannabis Regulation. Ordinance amending the Planning Code to 1) regulate cannabis land uses, including, among other things, adult use cannabis retail, Medical Cannabis Dispensaries, delivery-only services, manufacture of cannabis products, cannabis cultivation, and cannabis testing; 2) allow Medical Cannabis Dispensaries in additional zoning districts; 3) establish a land use process for the conversion of existing Medical Cannabis Dispensaries to Cannabis Retail establishments; 4) establish location and operating conditions for cannabis uses; 5) repeal Ordinance No. 186-17, which limited the number of medical cannabis dispensaries in Supervisorial District 11; and 6) delete superseded Planning Code provisions; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and public necessity, convenience and welfare findings pursuant to Planning Code, Section 302.

Port (Tuesday, October 24, 3PM, James R. Herman Cruise Terminal Pier 27)


Discussion Only


· Executive Director’s Report


· Overview of the City's Participation in the Living Cities' City Accelerator Program


· Pier 70 Waterfront Development Site Update


· SF Open Studios 2017 – October 28 & 29, 2017


· Seawall Resiliency Project Kick-off – October 18, 2017


· Opening of Queen’s Louisiana Po’-Boy Café – October 12, 2017


· Fleet Week Emergency Planning and North Bay Fires

· Informational presentation on the Port’s Contracting Activity for Fiscal Year 2016-17 (July 1, 2016 through June 30, 2017)


Action Items


· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL AND REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATOR (Closed Session) –


· Property: Boudin Properties located at Seawall Lot 301 at Fisherman’s Wharf


· Property: AB 8719, Lot 002, also known as Seawall Lot 337, AB 9900, Lot 62, also known as China Basin Park, and AB 9900, Lot 048 and AB 9900, Lot 048H, also known as Pier 48 (all bounded generally by China Basin, the San Francisco Bay, Mission Rock Street, and Third Street)


· Request authorization for the Executive Director to enter into a revised Project Partnership Agreement with the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for dredging of the Central Basin, with a revised Port matching share of 25%, not to exceed $2,922,500, towards the initial dredging costs, and a revised additional matching share not to exceed $1,169,000, or 10% of the initial costs payable over 30 years for future federal dredging of the Central Basin, and an additional 10% contingency of $409,150, for a total Port project cost not to exceed $4,500,650, subject to approval of the Board of Supervisors.

· Request authorization to advertise for competitive bids for Construction Contract No. 2790, Marine Structural Projects IV, (Piers 29 & 31½ Substructure Repair) 

· Request authorization to advertise for competitive bids for Construction Contract No. 2787, Pier 27 Passenger Shelter. 


· Request approval of the Operations Agreement with Agility Logistics Corp. (“Agility”) granting Agility authority to operate its site in South San Francisco, California as a Foreign Trade Zone No. 3 usage-driven site for a term of five years, with one option to extend for four years and outlining conditions for the operation of the usage-driven site.

PUC (Tuesday, October 24, 130PM)


Discussion Only


· CleanPowerSF Update

· Proposed Modifications to the Water Level of Service Goals and Objectives

· Federal Energy Regulatory Commission Relicensing of Don Pedro Hydroelectric Project and Licensing of La Grange Hydroelectric Project

· Policy and Government Affairs Annual Update

· Bay Area Water Supply and Conservation Agency Update

Action Items


· Approve the plans and specifications, and award Contract No. WD-2742, 16-Inch Ductile Iron Water Main Replacement on 7th Street from Townsend to 16th Street, in the amount of $1,986,746, to the lowest, qualified, responsible and responsive bidder, P & J Utility Co. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to Section 31.04 (h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code.

· Approve an increase to the funding allocation for the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission’s Floodwater Management Grant Program for Fiscal Year FY 2017-18 from $250,000 to up to $1,750,000, to be made available at the time of execution of grant agreements from the existing Wastewater Enterprise budget; and direct the General Manager to include in his recommended biennial budget for the Fiscal Years 2018-19 and 2019-20, a Grant Program budget of $2,000,000 per year for consideration by the Commission.

· Authorize the General Manager to designate a specific brand of grit separator system, HeadCell ® Vortex system by Hydro International, and a specific brand of grit dewatering/washing, Huber Technology’s COANDA, as necessary items only available from one source in the contract specifications for Contract WW-628, Southeast Plant New Headworks Facility, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 6.73(e)(1).

· Approve the terms and conditions and authorize the General Manager to negotiate and execute an Exclusive Negotiation Agreement (ENA) with Reservoir Community Partners, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company representing a joint venture comprised of AvalonBay Communities and Bridge Housing Corporation (collectively, Developer), to develop mixed-income housing, parks and open space on approximately 17 acres of property located at Ocean and Phelan Avenues in San Francisco, commonly known as the Balboa Reservoir. The ENA states the process and the terms and conditions upon which the City and County of San Francisco and the Developer will negotiate and seek to complete a purchase and sale agreement, quitclaim deed with reservation of certain easements, development agreement, declaration of use restrictions, and such other documents as are necessary to effectuate an approved development project for the Balboa Reservoir, subject to further approval by the SFPUC.

· Authorize the General Manager to execute, on behalf of the City and County of San Francisco, as the encroaching party, an Encroachment Permit with the Groveland Community Services District (GCSD), in an amount not to exceed $10,000, and with a duration of three years, with an automatic renewal of two successive additional terms of three years, to install adit monitoring stations on GCSD facilities within the Second Garrote and Big Creek Shafts of the Mountain Tunnel in Groveland, California.

· Award Job Order Contract No. JOC-65R, General Engineering (A – License), for a not-to-exceed amount of $5,000,000, and with a five-year term, to the lowest, qualified, responsible, and responsive bidder, Robert E. Boyer Construction, Inc., to perform general engineering construction tasks for all San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Enterprise Operations and Bureaus in San Joaquin, Stanislaus and Tuolumne Counties. 


· Conference with Legal Counsel -  Unlitigated Claim: Robin Paul Roderick v. City and County of San Francisco, Proposed Settlement Amount: $50,000 with release of claim (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Tariff Withdrawal per 35.15: Notice of Termination of the 1987 CCSF Interconnection Agreement – PG&E Rate Schedule FERC No. 114 to be effective 6/30/15. (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Tariff Withdrawal per 35.15: Notice of Termination of The CCSF Facilities Charge Agreement for Moscone to be effective 6/30/15. (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, §205(d) rate filing per 35.13 (a)(2)(iii): City and County of San Francisco Transmission Owner Tariff Replacement Agreements to be effective 7/1/15 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, §205(d) rate filing per 35.13 (a)(2)(iii): City and County of San Francisco Wholesale Distribution Tariff Replacement Agreements to be effective 7/1/15 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Notice of Termination of Facilities Charge Agreements between PG&E and the City and County of San Francisco (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: City and County of San Francisco v. Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Complaint under Sections 206 and 306 of the Federal Power Act. (Closed Session)

· Threat to Public Services or Facilities (Closed Session)

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, October 25, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Fire (Wednesday, October 25, 5PM)


Discussion Only


· REPORT FROM CHIEF OF DEPARTMENT, JOANNE HAYES-WHITE - Report on current issues, activities and events within the Department since the Fire Commission meeting of October 11, 2017 including budget, academies, special events, communications and outreach to other government agencies and the public.


· REPORT FROM ADMINISTRATION, DEPUTY CHIEF RAEMONA WILLIAMS - Report on the Administrative Divisions, Fleet and Facility status, including updates on Station 35 and the Training Facility on Treasure Island, Finance, Support Services, Homeland Security and Training within the Department.


Action Items


· APPROVAL TO SEND LETTER FROM COMMISSION IN SUPPORT OF THE ALISA ANN RUCH BURN FOUNDATION AND SFFISE TO SUPERVISOR SAFAI

Police (Wednesday, October 25, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Southeast Facilities (Wednesday, October 25, 6PM)


Discussion Only


· Report of the Chair                                                                                              


· Discussion to choose Commission meeting date in November in lieu of Legal Holiday

· Discussion regarding the Commission open seat

· SECFC Staff/Director Report                                                                 


· Greenhouse Grant Update

· Director’s Update

· Community Benefits Retreat

· Resolution to Honor Tommy Moala, Assistant General Manager/Wastewater on His Retirement

Housing Authority (Thursday, October 26, 4PM)

Action Items


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO EXECUTE AN AMENDMENT TO THE MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO AND THE INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF ELECTRICAL WORKERS, LOCAL 6

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO ENTER INTO A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO AND THE NORTHERN CALIFORNIA CARPENTERS REGIONAL COUNCIL, THE CARPENTERS 46 NORTHERN CALIFORNIA COUNTIES CONFERENCE BOARD, AND CARPENTERS LOCAL NO. 22


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT WITH HOUSING AUTHORITY PROPERTY INSURANCE (“HAPI”) FOR PROPERTY INSURANCE IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED THREE HUNDRED FIFTY SIX THOUSAND NINE HUNDRED FIFTY TWO DOLLARS ($356,952)

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT WITH THE HOUSING AUTHORITY RISK RETENTION GROUP (“HARRG”) FOR COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY INSURANCE IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED SIX HUNDRED FIFTY FIVE THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED TWELVE DOLLARS ($655,312)


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT FOR COMMERCIAL AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE COVERAGE WITH THE HOUSING AUTHORITY RISK RETENTION GROUP, INC. (HARRG PREFERRED DIRECT) IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED ONE HUNDRED FORTY THREE THOUSAND ONE HUNDRED FORTY ONE DOLLARS ($143,141)]


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING NEW UTILITY ALLOWANCES FOR THE LOW INCOME PUBLIC HOUSING PROGRAM OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 1, 2017

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTO TO ENTER INTO A SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE LOAN AGREEMENT AND AN AMENDED AND RESTATED PROMISSORY NOTE TO INCREASE THE CITY LOAN FOR ELEVATOR REPAIRS BY ONE MILLION ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS ($1,100,000) TO MAKE EMERGENCY REPAIRS AT THE SUNNYDALE AND POTRERO HOPE SF PROPERTIES

· RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO A TWO YEAR TASK BASED CONTRACT WITH THE OPTIONS TO EXTEND ADDITIONAL ONE YEAR PERIOD UP TO A CUMULATIVE THREE YEARS MAXIMUM FOR ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING AS-NEEDED SERVICES WITH FW ASSOCIATES FOR AN AMOUNT NOT-TO-EXCEED ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS ($100,000)

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO SEPARATE ONE YEAR CONTRACTS WHICH MAY BE EXTENDED FOR UP TO FOUR ADDITIONAL ONE YEAR PERIODS WITH A&C AUTO CLINIC, INC. AND ERIE AUTO-TRUCK REPAIR, INC. FOR FLEET MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR FOR A CUMULATIVE AMOUNT NOTTO-EXCEED $150,000 FOR THE FIRST CONTRACT YEAR FOR BOTH CONTRACTS AND THE AUTHORITY WILL SEEK BUDGET APPROVAL FOR ADDITIONAL FUNDS ACCORDINGLY

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO TWO, TWO (2) YEAR LICENSE AGREEMENTS WITH THE CROSS CULTURAL FAMILY CENTER TO PROVIDE CHILD CARE SERVICES AT 71 TURNER TERRACE AND 85 TURNER TERRACE IN THE POTRERO HOUSING DEVELOPMENT


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO A LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH MERCY HOUSING CALIFORNIA FOR COMMUNITY GARDEN SPACES AT THE SUNNYDALE PUBLIC HOUSING DEVELOPMENT LOCATED AT (1) SUNNYDALE AVENUE AND HAHN STREET; (2) 1654 SUNNYDALE AVENUE; (3) 47 BROOKDALE AVENUE; AND (4) 129 BROOKDALE AVENUE

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO TWO, TWO (2) YEAR LICENSE AGREEMENTS WITH THE WU YEE CHILDREN’S SERVICES TO PROVIDE CHILD CARE SERVICES AT 700 VELASCO IN THE SUNNYDALE HOUSING DEVELOPMENT AND 729 KIRKWOOD ADJACENT TO THE HUNTERS POINT EAST/WEST HOUSING DEVELOPMENT RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RECORD RETENTION AND DISPOSITION POLICY FOR THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO


· Confidential – Attorney/Client Privileged; Potential Litigation (Closed Session)

Human Rights (Thursday, October 26, 530PM)

Discussion Only


· Recommendations for Possible Collection and Use of Data on Efforts to Create Race and Ethnicity Data Standards 


· Presentation on the Importance of Data and Recommendations on Use of Data for Advancement in Policy and Practice


· Presentation on Data and Racial Justice Litigation and Advocacy


· Presentation by The African American Achievement and Leadership Initiative on use of Data to Inform Strategies for African American Students in SFUSD 


· Update on Community Meetings on Tasers


· My Brother and Sister’s Keeper Proposed Outcome Metrics


· Update on Upcoming and Recent Human Rights Commission Workshops and Presentations 


· Update on Equity Presentations 


· Discussion on Importance of Attendance and Quorum


Action Items


· Review and Potential Approval of RFP for Transgender Safety and Wellness Services 

Human Services (Thursday, October 26, 930AM)


Discussion Only


· The Executive Director’s Report


· State and City legislation and budget reports


· Family & Children’s Services


· Economic Support and Self-Sufficiency Services


· Administration and other issues

Action Items


· Requesting ratification of actions taken by the Executive Director since the September 28, 2017 Regular Meeting in accordance with Commission authorization of October 26, 2017:


· Submission of requests to encumber funds in the total amount of $0 for purchase of services or supplies and contingency amounts;


· Submission of 1 temporary position for possible use in order to fill positions on a temporary basis;


· Submission of report of 51 temporary appointments made during the period of 9.16.17 thru 10.13.17.

· Requesting authorization to modify the existing grant agreement with CHAPIN HALL AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO to provide Rapid Support & Housing for Families services; during the period October 1, 2017 through September 28, 2018; for an additional amount of $104,425 plus a 10% contingency for a revised total amount not to exceed $623,306.


· Requesting authorization to modify the existing grant agreement with ARRIBA JUNTOS to provide Interrupt, Predict, Organize (IPO) Services; during the period of October 1, 2017 through June 30, 2018; for an additional amount of $193,887, plus a 10% contingency for a revised total amount not to exceed $499,276.


· Requesting authorization to modify the existing grant agreement with YOUNG COMMUNITY DEVELOPERS to provide Interrupt, Predict, Organize (IPO) Services; during the period of October 1, 2017 through June 30, 2018; for an additional amount of $172,344, plus a 10% contingency for a revised total amount not to exceed $747,278.


· Requesting authorization to modify the grant agreements with multiple providers to apply the Cost of Doing Business (CODB) increase; during the period of July 1, 2017 through June 30, 2019; in the additional amount of $2,781,465.


· Requesting authorization for the Department of Human Services to purchase and distribute gift cards as incentives; during the period of October 1, 2017 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $160,200.

Planning (Thursday, October 26, 1PM)

Action Items – Consideration of Items Proposed for Continuance

· 89 ROOSEVELET WAY - south side of Roosevelt Way at Buena Vista Terrace; Lot 077 in Assessor’s Block 2612 (District 8) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.09.19.8061, proposing the vertical addition of a mezzanine level with roof decks to an existing 3-story building within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). (Proposed for Continuance to November 16, 2017)

Discussion Only


· Report on potential re-scheduling of Discretionary Review hearings for the following properties: 1824 Jennings Street; 1083 Hollister Avenue; 1395 Shafter Avenue; 1290 Shafter Avenue; 1351 Revere Avenue; 38 Carr Street; 1050 Gilman Avenue; 1656 Newcomb Avenue; 1187 Palou Avenue.  The Planning Commission previously continued the hearings for most of these properties to December 21, 2017.  Planning Department staff would re-notice the hearings for these properties to an earlier Planning Commission hearing date of November 16, 2017, and would provide public notice of this new date as required by the Planning Code.

Action Items


· 2750 19TH STREET - located at the northeast corner of Bryant and 19th Streets, Lot 004A in Assessor’s Block 4023 (District 10) - Request for a Large Project Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section 329, for the demolition of an existing industrial building, with the exception of the brick facade, and new construction of a six-story, 68-foot tall, mixed-use building (measuring approximately 74,446 square feet) with 60 dwelling units, approximately 7,471 square feet ground floor retail, 45 below-grade off-street parking spaces, one car-share parking space, 84 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces, and 13 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces. The Project includes 4,800 square feet of common open space roof deck. Under the LPA, the project is seeking an exception to certain Planning Code requirements, including: 1) rear yard (Planning Code Section 134); 2) dwelling unit exposure (Planning Code Section 140); 3) street frontage (Planning Code Section 145.1). The project site is located within the UMU (Urban Mixed-Use) and 68-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 452 OAK STREET - north side of Oak Street between Buchanan and Laguna Streets; Lot 011 in Assessor’s Block 0830 (District 5) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization to allow the subdivision of a through lot with frontages on Oak Street and Hickory Street causing the existing structure on the newly-created lot fronting on Oak Street to exceed the dwelling unit density limits within a RTO (Residential Transit Oriented) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 379-383 UPPER TERRACE - west side of Upper Terrace near the top of Mt. Olympus, Lots 081-083 in Assessor’s Block 2629A (District 8) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization to infill the space beneath the existing two-story structure containing three dwelling units to create a fourth dwelling unit pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1, 249.77, and 303. The proposed project also includes the construction of a new roof deck, the reduction of the carport to add stair access to the roof deck, a new rear balcony, and the addition of a new ADU on the 3rd level in an existing storage space. The subject property is located within a RH-3 (Residential House, Three-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 2921 VALLEJO STREET  - between Baker Street and Lyon Street, Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 0957 (District 2) - Requests for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.04.12.4605, proposing new construction of a five-story 7,065 square foot single-family home on a vacant lot within a RH-1(D) (Residential, House, One-Family, Detached Dwellings) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

· 5 LELAND AVENUE - south side of Leland Avenue, between Bayshore Boulevard and Desmond Street; Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 6249 (District 10) - Request for Mandatory Discretionary Review of an application for a change of use from retail to a Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) at the ground story, within a NC-3 (Neighborhood Commercial - Moderate Scale) Zoning District and 55-X Height and Bulk District. The MCD is proposed for on-site sales with no on-site cultivation or production. The associated Building Permit Application 2016.1214.4950 is for change of use and both interior and exterior alterations. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Conditions


· 3015 SAN BRUNO AVENUE - east side of San Bruno Avenue, between Paul and Olmstead Streets; Lot 016 in Assessor’s Block 5467 (District 9) - Request for a Mandatory Discretionary Review of an application for a change of use from acupuncture office to a Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) at the ground story, within a NC-2 (Neighborhood Commercial - Small Scale) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposed MCD (d.b.a SBA Wellness) will be approximately 1,644 square feet in total at the ground level with a partial basement. No smoking or cultivation of cannabis is proposed on-site. The associated Building Permit Application 2016.07.28.3597 is for tenant improvements only. No exterior changes or expansions are proposed. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Conditions

Misc. 

· Planning Zoning Variance Hearing (Wednesday, October 25, 930AM)





								Portola District Resident

 94134

								October 20, 2017



San Francisco Planning Commission

1650 Mission St, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA  94103



Re: Case 2016-000119DRM   SBA Wellness MCD Discretionary Review for 3015 San Bruno Avenue



Dear Commissioners:



This letter will serve as notice in opposition of the approval for the above Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) in the Portola District neighborhood.  This business is a duplication of service and will have a negative impact on the neighborhood in several ways. It is not in keeping with the City General Plan.



The Portola District was established in 1869 we are only a .771 square mile neighborhood composed of 12,627 residents according to City-Data. We are often carved out, split and grouped into other districts, census tracks, and planning districts. But we are a neighborhood of single family home owners and 45% of our population is foreign born. A quarter of the residents are younger than 17 years of age and almost a fifth are over 60.  Our community is served by three western medical health facilities, many traditional healers, herbalists, acupuncture and therapeutic massage practitioners.  In the past the Portola has vigorously opposed a cannabis dispensary.  I feel this is because it offers no value for most of the community.  However, we do have the Native American Spiritual Wellness Center at 2955 San Bruno Avenue which offers natural plant medicines including cannabis.  The Center is located 407 feet away from the proposed MCD or a two minute walk. Everyone is welcome as a member making cannabis available in the Portola.  The proposed facility does not add variety to our neighborhood economic base. 



Approval of this MCD would create a clustering of dispensaries in predominately residential neighborhoods.  The geographic center of the Portola District is about 1 mile from the Green Cross dispensary at 4218 Mission Street.  This is the same distance to the proposed MCD site on San Bruno Avenue.  Additionally, the proposed facility is 1 mile away from an approved MCD at 2442 Bayshore Boulevard in Visitation Valley.  Should the 5 Leland Avenue dispensary also be approved that would make two dispensaries just one mile away from the proposed facility.  Clustering of dispensaries does not offer economic diversity or enhancement of living in a neighborhood. 



The 3015 San Bruno site location is only 236 feet away from Child’s Time Preschool operating at 3061 San Bruno Avenue.  That is a 1 minute walk to a long established neighborhood preschool which serves low income families. This is not within the State or City legal requirements of 600 and 1,000 foot distance restrictions for dispensary locations and facilities for children. The Board of Supervisors recently disagreed with the Planning Commission’s approval of a MCD at 2505 Noriega because to was too close to a church and preschool.  That Sunset District facility’s inappropriate location is almost an identical situation with this permit application.  We have the Native American Spiritual Wellness Center church and a preschool located too close to the proposed MCD.    



The proposed location will have a negative impact on both traffic flow and parking.  San Bruno Avenue and Paul is a confounding asymmetrical intersection 171 feet from the proposed site.  Both streets are routes of entrance and egress for highway 101 north and south bound. The second busiest bus route, the #9 San Bruno and the #8 Bayshore have both inbound and outbound stops at this intersection.  The pedestrian traffic is very heavy and vehicles making turns create continuous traffic backups.  Dedicated turn lanes and large bus stops have significantly reduced street parking.  Commercial and residential property driveways have also extensively limited street parking.  Supervisor Ahsha Safai’s district experienced such a large influx of vehicle traffic from San Mateo County medical cannabis patrons that he passed an ordinance limiting MCDs in his district’s neighborhoods. The proposed MCD’s location offers even greater convenient access for out of district customers due to the easy freeway access. This will exacerbate an already unsafe level of congestion. The lack of street parking always results in unsafe vehicle double parking and blocked driveways.  Approval of a MCD at this location will have undesired consequences of street overburden, congestion with more exhaust, and increased associated noise.  These are neighborhood penalties not benefits. Adding to this burden are the hours of operation.  A start time of 8AM will impede all forms of commuter traffic and a 10PM close will likely disrupt the quiet harmony of the residents. This location is unsuited for a high volume, long hour business of any type as it will result in the interference with the peaceful quiet enjoyment of the neighborhood. 



The San Francisco Department of Public Health’s, 2016 Annual Director’s Report on Medical Cannabis Dispensaries, stated that they have not received any formal complaints about the inability to access medical cannabis in San Francisco.  I cannot support a business that will be so disruptive to the character of the neighborhood.  A MCD at this location will just add to the saturation of dispensaries in the southern neighborhoods.  With the probable addition of recreational cannabis distribution, a dispensary at 3015 San Bruno Avenue would be crippling to our neighborhood. 



Please reject the proposed MCD in this neighborhood, it is not needed, it is redundant , it does not contribute to economic diversity, it is proximal to a children’s facility and church, it will overburden our roads and parking, it will interfere with our air quality, safety and quiet, it is not an appropriate choice for this location. It is not a community business and will not enhance the quality of life in our community. It is not in keeping with the City’s General Plan.



Thank you for your attention,



T.A. Montoya 
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AMENDED IN COMMITEE
FILE NO. 160478 12/1/2016 ORDINANCE NO. 001-17

[Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code - Requiring Commissioners to File Behested
Payment Reports]

Ordinance amending the Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code to require
members of City boards and commissions to file behested payment reports regarding

the solicitation of charitable contributions.

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font.
Additions to Codes are in smgle underlme ztalzcs Times New Roman font.
Deletions to Codes are in
Board amendment additions are in double underlmed Arial font.
Board amendment deletions are in
Asterisks (* * * *)indicate the omission of unchanged Code
subsections or parts of tables.

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:

Section 1. The Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code is hereby amended by
adding Chapter 6, Sections 3.600, 3.610, and 3.620, to read as follows:

CHAPTER 6: BEHESTED PAYMENT REPORTING FOR COMMISSIONERS

SEC. 3.600. DEFINITIONS.

Whenever in this Chapter 6 the following words or phrases are used, they shall have the

following meanings:

“Agent” shall be defined as set forth in Title 2, Section 18438.3 of California Code of

Regulations, as amended from time to time.

“Auctioneer” shall mean any person who is engaged in the calling for, the recognition of. and

the acceptance of. offers for the purchase of goods at an auction.

“Behested Payment Report” shall mean the Fair Political Practices Commission Form 803, or

any other successor form, required by the Fair Political Practices Commission to fulfill the disclosure

requirements imposed by California Government Code Section 82015(b)(2)(B)(iii), as amended from

time to time.

Supervisor Peskin
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“Charitable Contribution” shall mean any monetary or non-monetary contribution to a

government agency, a bona fide public or private educational institution as defined in Section 203 of

the California Revenue and Taxation Code, or a-renprofit an organization that is exempt from

taxation under either Section 501(c) or Section 527 of the United States Internal Revenue Code.

“Commissioner” shall mean any member of a board or commission listed in Campaien and

Governmental Conduct Code Section 3.1-103(a)(1); provided, however, that “Commissioner” shall not

include any member of the Board of Supervisors.

“License, permit, or other entitlement for use” shall be defined as set forth in California

Government Code Section 84308, as amended from time to time.

“Participant”’ shall be defined as set forth in California Government Code Section 84308 and

Title 2, Section 18438.4 of California Code of Regulations, as amended from time to time.

“Party” shall be defined as set forth in California Government Code Section 84308, as

amended from time to time.

SEC. 3.610. REQUIRED FILING OF BEHESTED PAYMENT REPORTS.
(a) FILING REQUIREMENT. If a Commissioner directly or indirectly requests or solicits

any Charitable Contribution(s), or series of Charitable Contributions, from any party, participant or

agent of a party or participant involved in a proceeding regarding administrative enforcement, a

license, a permit, or other entitlement for use before the Commissioner’s board or commission, the

Commissioner shall file a Behested Payment Report with the Ethics Commission in the following

circumstances.

(1) ifthe party, participant or agent makes any Charitable Contribution, or series of

Charitable Contributions, totaling $1,000 or more while the proceeding is pending, the Commissioner

shall file a Behested Payment Report within 30 days of the date on which the Charitable Contribution

was made, or if there has been a series of Charitable Contributions, within 30 days of the date on

which a Charitable Contribution causes the total amount of the contributions to total $1,000 or more;

Supervisor Peskin
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(2) if the party, participant or agent makes any Charitable Coniribution, or series of

Charitable Contributions, totaling $1,000 or more during the three months following the date a final

decision is rendered in the proceeding, the Commissioner shall file a Behested Payment Report within

30 days of the date on which the Charitable Contribution was made, or if there has been a series of

Charitable Contributions, within 30 days of the date on which a Charitable Contribution causes the

total amount of the contributions to total $1,000 or more; and

(3) if the party, participant or agent made any Charitable Coniribution, or series of

Charitable Contributions, totaling $1,000 or more in the 12 months prior lo the commencement of a

proceeding, the Commissioner shall file a Behested Payment Report within 30 days of the date the

Commissioner knew or should have known that the source of the Charitable Contribution(s) became a

party, participant or agent in a proceeding before the Commissioner’s board or commission.

(b) WEBSITE POSTING. The Ethics Commission shall make available through its website all

Behested Payment Reports it receives from Commissioners.

(c) PENALTIES. A Commissioner who fails to comply with this Section 3.610 is subject to the

adminisirative process and penalties set forth in Section 3.242(d).

(d) EXCEPTION. A Commissioner has no obligation to file Behested Payment Reports, as

required by subsection (a), if the Commissioner solicited Charitable Contributions by acting as an

auctioneer at a fundraising event for a nonprofit organization that is exempt from taxation under

Section 501 (c)(3) of the United States Internal Revenue Code.

SEC. 3.620. REGULATIONS.

(a) The Ethics Commission may adopt rules, regulations, and guidelines for the implementation

of this Chapter 6.

(b) The Ethics Commission may, by regulation, require Commissioners to electronically submit

substantially the same information as required by the Behested Payment Report to fulfill their

obligations under Section 3.610.

Supervisor Peskin
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 3
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Section 2. Effective and Operative Dates.

(a) This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after enactment. Enactment occurs
when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the ordinance unsigned or does not
signvthe ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board of Supervisors overrides the
Mayor’s veto of the ordinance.

(b) This ordinance shall become operative on January 1, 2018.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DENNIS J. HE RA, City Attorney

By:

A
ANDREW SHEN
Deputy City Attorney

n:\legana\as2016\1600703\01152005.docx

Supervisor Peskin
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City and County of San Francisco City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

Tails San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Ordinance

File Number: 160478 Date Passed: January 10, 2017

Ordinance amending the Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code to require members of City
boards and commissions to file behested payment reports regarding the solicitation of charitable
contributions.

October 21, 2016 Government Audit and Oversight Committee - CONTINUED TO CALL
OF THE CHAIR

December 01, 2016 Government Audit and Oversight Committee - AMENDED, AN
AMENDMENT OF THE WHOLE BEARING SAME TITLE

December 01, 2016 Government Audit and Oversight Committee - CONTINUED TO CALL
OF THE CHAIR AS AMENDED ’

December 08, 2016 Government Audit and Oversight Committee - RECOMMENDED AS
COMMITTEE REPORT

December 13, 2016 Board of Supetrvisors - PASSED ON FIRST READING

Ayes: 10 - Avalos, Breed, Campos, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Peskin, Tang and
Yee
Vacant: 1 - District 8

January 10, 2017 Board of Supervisors - FINALLY PASSED

Ayes: 11 - Breed, Cohen, Farrell, Fewer, Kim, Peskin, Ronen, Safai, Téng, Yee
and Sheehy

City and County of San Francisco Page 1 Printed at 11:57 am on 1/11/17





File No. 160478 | hereby certify that the foregoing
Ordinance was FINALLY PASSED on

1/10/2017 by the Board of Supervisors of
the City and County of San Francisco.

,f,v mwllo
Clerk of the Board

- // : LT O
Mayq’i{'/ Date Approved
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PETER KEANE
CHAIRPERSON

DAINA CHIU
VICE-CHAIRPERSON

PAUL A. RENNE
COMMISSIONER

QUENTIN L. Kopp
COMMISSIONER

YVONNE LEE
COMMISSIONER

LEEANN PELHAM
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

ETHICS COMMISSION
CiTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Behested Payments Reporting by City Board and Commission Members
Becomes Operative January 1, 2018

Notice of Operative Date for Approved Legislation

On January 10, 2017, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 to enact an ordinance
requiring new reporting by City Board and Commission members of certain payments they
request from persons with matters pending before their board or commission. This “behested
payments” reporting requirement was signed into law by the Mayor on January 20, 2017, and
becomes operative on January 1, 2018.

Overview of Enacted Law

As adopted, the ordinance requires members of boards and commissions who are required to
file a Statement of Economic Interests (Form 700) to disclose if they directly or indirectly
request or solicit payments of $1,000 from parties or participants (or their agents) while
certain matters are pending before that board or commission. The disclosure requirement
applies to both monetary and non-monetary contributions to a government agency,
educational institution, and both 501(c) and Section 527 tax-exempt organizations.

Under existing state law, when a payment of $5,000 or more from a single source is made at
the “behest” of a local elected official for a legislative, governmental, or charitable purpose,
that official must file a “behested payment report.”* This reporting requirement applies when
there has been a single payment of $5,000 or more, or a series of payments over the course of
a calendar year, from a single source. After reaching the $5,000 threshold, elected officials
subject to this requirement must file a behested payment report with their departments
within 30 days. Within another 30 days, such reports must be forwarded from those
departments to the Ethics Commission. Prior to adoption of the new law, no “behested
payment reporting” requirement applied to members of City boards and commissions, unless
they are also elected officials.

=>» The new law requires members of City boards and commissions who are required to
file Statements of Economic Interests (Form 700) to file a behested payment report
when they solicit payments directly or indirectly, from a party, participant, or agent of a

1 See Cal. Gov. Code § 82015(b)(2)(B)(iii). At the time of publication, pending state legislation would
define behested payment in Cal. Gov. Code § 82004.5, define made at the behest of in Cal. Gov. Code §
82041.3, and relocate behested payment reporting to Cal. Gov. Code § 84224.

25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220 o San Francisco, CA 94102-6053 e Phone (415) 252-3100 o Fax (415) 252-3112
E-Mail Address: ethics.commission@sfgov.org

Web site: https://www.sfethics.org





party or participant involved in an administrative proceeding before the board or
commission.

A member of a board or commission must file a behested payment report if:

e the party, participant or agent of a party or participant makes a payment, or a series
of payments, totaling $1,000 or more while the proceeding is pending before the
commissioner’s board or commission;

e the party, participant or agent of a party or participant makes a payment, or a series
of payments, totaling $1,000 or more during the three months following the date a
final decision is rendered in the proceeding; or

e if the party, participant or agent of a party or participant makes a payment, or a
series of payments, totaling $1,000 or more in the 12 months prior to the
commencement of a proceeding, after the commissioner learns or should have
learned that the source of the payment became involved in a proceeding before the
board or commission.

Members of City boards and commissions will be required to report information similar
to that currently required of elected officials. These reports must be filed with the Ethics
Commission, and the Ethics Commission will be required to make them available
through its website.

In addition, any member of a City board or commission who fails to comply with the
reporting requirements is subject to the administrative, civil or criminal remedies that
generally apply to violations of local conflict-of-interest laws.

For More Information

The Ethics Commission is working diligently to put processes in place to implement the new behested
payments provisions — including a process for filing the new behested payments reports — and to help
inform those affected by the new law to understand and comply with these requirements. Please feel
free to contact the Commission with any questions at (415) 252-3100, or by email at
ethics.commission@sfgov.org.
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MCD on San Bruno Ave

		From

		Tan

		To

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; Christensen, Michael (CPC); Ronen, Hillary; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; michael.christensen@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



Dear Sir/Madam:



My name is Tan Nguyen, I am a San Francisco resident who currently live in the Bay View area.  I am writing this email to express our concern about a MCD store to be open at 3015 San Bruno Ave, we kindly request that the planning board reviewers do not approve a Medical Cannabis Dispensary place permitted to open in this area.  The reason for this is because there are many children walk by this area daily, this will be a bad effect to the children’s life.  I also have two sons, one is currently attending Dr. Martin Luther School Middle School, and another one is currently attending Visitacion Valley Elementary School, we pick up our kids and walk by this location every day.  We strongly believe that if this store open at this location, it will be a bad effect our sons and many other students’ life in their future.  Thank you very much for your time and consideration.



Sincerely,

Tan Nguyen

65 Orsi Circle

San Francisco, CA 94124

Phone: 415-939-6958












No MCD on San Bruno Avenue

		From

		TheHomelessChurch

		To

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; Christensen, Michael (CPC); Ronen, Hillary; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; michael.christensen@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



To the esteemed members of the Planning  Commission 



I am sorry that I will be at a three day event at Chico State University and not able to be with you in person on the day of this Public Hearing.  I hope another will be allowed to present these words before the Commission on that day.  I now send you my concerns by email.



AS AN ORDAINED MINISTER OF THE ASSEMBLIES OF GOD I oppose this marijuana dispensary in our neighborhood. We all know the deleterious effects of marijuana smoking.  Getting high on marijuana produces a lack of personal attention to and caring about others.  As an addictive drug, it leads to further drug use and experimentation.  Marijuana use often produces an atmosphere and culture of crime and rebellion.



AS A REFORMED POTHEAD MYSELF I oppose this marijuana dispensary. We all know that the whole goal of the potsmoking culture is to get high and stay high.  IT IS A LIE to claim that marijuana is of some medical benefit.  I know because we began to use that same lie when I was a pothead.  I was high on marijuana for eight years— for 5 years in San Francisco (1966 to 1971) followed by 3 years in the Grass Valley area.  Those were years of my life when I accomplished nothing. I dreamed some dreams. I attempted some things. I failed in achieving those goals. 



AS A MEMBER OF THIS COMMUNITY, the Portola, I don't want a marijuana dispensary exposing our young people to a culture built around “hanging around waiting to pick up more drugs.”  Our youth will learn about how to connect with drug dealers.  And the dealers will offer them other drugs, and this area will be entrenched in the drug culture.  We saw this happening in this City in the ’60’s.  HAVE WE FORGOTTEN THE 60’s?



THIS IS THE TIME FOR COMMUNITIES LIKE THE PORTOLA community TO STAND UP and say “NOT ON MY WATCH!”  It's time for all of us who know better TO HELP those who do not know what that kind of behavior leads to. And it is time TO OPPOSE THOSE MERCHANDISERS WHO WOULD IMPOSE THIS KIND OF CULTURE upon OUR COMMUNITY— just for the financial benefit of the MERCHANDISERS.



Yours for a better San Francisco,



Pastor Evan Prosser

3230 San Bruno Avenue

San Francisco CA 94134






Mayor Edwin M. Lee

Together with the Honorary Host Committee:
Assemblymember Rob Bonta
Board of Education Vice President Hydra Mendoza
Human Rights Commissioner Melanie Ampon
Entertainment Commissioner Dori Caminong
Asian Art Commissioner Carmen Colet
San Francisco Sheriff's Department Lieutenant Reynold DeGuzman
Graffiti Advisory Board Commissioner Rebecca Delgado Rottman
San Francisco Fire Department Battalion Chief Raymond Guzman
Board of Appeals Commission President Darryl Honda
Community Investment and Infrastructure Commission Chair Marily Mondejar
Entertainment Commissioner Al Perez
Status of Women Commissioner Marjan Philhour
Immigrant Rights Commissioner Franklin Ricarte
San Francisco Police Department Captain Eric Vintero
San Francisco - Manila Sister City Committee

Kindly request the pleasure of your company at the

Filipino Americars FHistony Months Telebration

“Equity. Community. Empowerment.”

~~~ FEATURING ~~~
Special Proclamation by Mayor Ed Lee,
Keynote Address by Board of Education Vice President and
Deputy Chief of Staff Hydra Mendoza,
Certificate of Honor to Alleluia Panis and
Congressional Gold Medal Presentation to Filipino WWII Veterans

e WITH ~~~
Franco Finn, Emcee | Westbay Pilipino Multiservice Center
Parangal Dance Company | LIKHA Pilipino Folk Ensemble

MONDAY, OCTOBER 30, 2017
5:30 pm - 7:30 pm
Seating is limited and begin at 5:00 pm

San Francisco City Hall Rotunda
1Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco

Attire: Traditional Filipino / Business Casual
RSVP to: https://e.sparxo.com/FilAmHistoryMonth2017
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October 25, 2017





To:  President Rich Hillis, SF Planning Commission

From:  Marlayne Morgan and Jim Warshell, Co-Chairs VNCNC

Re:  Academy of Art (AAU)  Institutional Master Plan



Dear President Hillis and Commissioners:



The Van Ness Corridor Neighborhoods Council urges the Commission not to accept the AAU Draft IMP on November 2, 2017, but to continue to seek additional information. As you know, the purpose of the IMP is to provide Planning and the public with an understanding and the ability to comment on land use impacts from the institution’s operation.



AAU has failed to comply with this requirement on many occasions, and while not complying has acquired and converted multiple categories of property (residential, hotel, commercial, etc.) to dormitory and educational uses without proper permission. While conversions of residential property to dorms is prohibited, since 1994 AAU has removed 144 apartments (most rent controlled) and 140 residential hotel rooms (serving very low income) from the market. 

This has had an adverse impact on housing availability for moderate and low- income residents. In addition,  AAU has removed over 270 hotel rooms (possibly as many as 406), which deprives the city of hotel tax revenues.  An additional 94 live-work units have been converted to dorms, which violates the intent of live work zoning controls. 

Also, there are impacts on air quality, transportation, urban sprawl, use of public open spaces and other issues which have not been adequately addressed in the IMP.

Since the AAU Proposed Settlement Agreement was released in December 2016, there have not been adequate opportunities for public input, with only one information item before Planning on 2/2/17.  Therefore, we strongly urge the Commission to continue this item for further public review and input.


cc.  Jonas Ionin

      John Rahaim





				VNCNC Member Organizations


Cathedral Hill Neighbors Association



Golden Gate Valley Neighborhood Association



Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association



Lower Polk Neighbors



Middle Polk Neighborhood Association



Pacific Avenue Neighbors



Pacific Heights Residents Association



Russian Hill Community Association



Russian Hill Neighbors



Western SoMa Voice
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West Bay Law
Law Office of J. Scott Weaver

October 20, 2017

Commissioners,

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Room 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: 2750 19® Street, 2014-001400ENX
Dear Commissioners,

Community representatives from United to Save the Mission, La Raza Centro Legal,
Calle 24 Latino Cultural District and Pacific Felt Factory have met with representatives for the
project sponsor on two occasions. Unfortunately, the project sponsors are unwilling to budge on
what we conclude is a very bad project for the Mission. Accordingly, we are requesting that you
exercise your discretion under Planning Code Section 329(e)(4) to disapprove the project, or, if
not so inclined, to impose conditions on approval that address the concerns set forth below:

No On-Site Affordable Housing — Despite community opposition to the contrary, the
developer has decided not to put affordable housing on site. In a community that has seen an
unprecedented flight of its residents, affordable housing is at a premium. The above
organizations strongly feel that on-site affordable housing is much more preferable to payment of
in lieu fees. Two reasons support this position: 1) Urgently needed affordable housing gets built
right away and 2) On-site affordable housing mitigates against the gentrifying impacts that a
100% luxury development would have. This preference was expressed in no uncertain terms at a
meeting in early August. The developers took two months to schedule a second meeting had not
moved on their in lieu position.

No PDR Replacement — The site is zoned UMU consisting of over 10,000 square feet. It
is operated by J.F. Fitzgerald Furniture company which custom makes and upholsters (and
ret:t?holsters) furniture. The company provides well paid jobs for 35 individuals. As of October
197, the developers had not taken any measures to assist their employees if, and when the
building is demolished. Instead, the developer has chosen to devote 7,500 square feet to
unspecified retail uses.

Community members have expressed concern about the use of the retail space and who it
is likely to serve. To address these concerns, we have suggested alternatives which have been

4104 24th Street # 957 « San Francisco, CA 94114 « (415) 317-0832





Planning Commissioners,
San Francisco Planning Commission
October 20, 2017

Page Two

agreed to by developers of other projects. The developers of this project have been unresposive
on this issue.

45 Parking Spaces — The project sponsor proposes 45 parking spaces for a 60 unit
building (75%). We believe that this will have a further gentrifying impact on the community
because it will attract higher income tenants (or owners) . The subject site is in a transit rich
location and such parking is both unnecessary and unreasonable. In the immediate vicinity are
numerous public transit lines. The 27 Bryant stops in front of the building. The 12 Folsom and
33 Ashbury are two blocks away, the 22 Fillmore and 55 16" Street are three blocks away, and
the Mission Street busses, four blocks away. BART is a 15-minute walk. The developer has not
agreed to reduce parking.

No Commitment to Hiring Union Labor — The project sponsor has refused to commit
to union labor for the construction of the project. With respect to union labor, local hire, and
training, the sponsor has failed to nail anything down, and, instead, has provided non-specific
platitudes regarding community benefits.

Developer Commitment to Wall Street, Not the Community — The project is driven
behind the scenes by Rubicon Point Partners, LLC who have "partnered" with the owners. Their

Notice of Agreement (with the nominal owners) is on file with the San Francisco Recorder’s
Office. It seems the owners have been out of the loop with respect to this development as they
have been unable to provide meaningful answers to concerns raised by community members.
Rubicon has direct ties with numerous wall street investment houses. You can find out more
about them at http://rubiconpointpartners.com/our-investments/ ; Here's a clip from their website:

"Our experience is based on an institutional track record of former principals of Goldman Sachs,
Rockwood Capital, Roland Berger, 365 Main, Inc., and the United States Treasury Department.
Our real estate investment experience lies in 5 million square feet of investment, development,
and management"

These Wall Street connections explain their uncaring and tone-deaf attitude towards the
community. One cannot now expect that any vague, unspecified promises that they may make
would result in any accountability when the time comes to deliver on them.

The Proposed Project is Inconsistent with the Stated Purposes of the Eastern
Neighborhoods Plan and the Mission Plan.

In evaluating the desirability of the proposed project, the Commission should evaluate it
in light of its inconsistency with the objectives of the Eastern Neighborhoods and Mission Plans.
Eastern Neighborhoods Plan contain the following objectives:





Planning Commissioners,

San Francisco Planning Commission
October 20, 2017
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* Reflect Local Values: To develop a rezoning proposal that reflects the land use needs
and priorities of each neighborhoods’ stakeholders and that meets citywide goals for residential
and industrial land use.

« Increase Housing: To identify appropriate locations for housing in the City’s
industrially zoned land to meet a citywide need for more housing, and affordable housing in
particular. (emphasis supplied)

 Maintain Some Industrial Land Supply: To retain an adequate supply of industrial land
to meet the current and future needs of the City’s production, distribution, and repair businesses
and the city’s economy.

o Improve the Quality of All Existing Areas with Future Development: To improve the
quality of the residential and nonresidential places that future development will create over that
which would occur under the existing zoning.

The Mission Area Plan was even more specific in its land use policy: to protect
“established areas of residential, commercial, and PDR, and ensuring that areas that have become
mixed-use over time develop in such a way that they contribute positively to the neighborhood.
A place for living and working also means a place where affordably priced housing is made
available, a diverse array of jobs is protected, and where goods and services are oriented to the
needs of the community.”

Mission-wide goals include:

» Increase the amount of affordable housing.

» Preserve and enhance the existing Production, Distribution and Repair businesses.

* Preserve and enhance the unique character of the Mission’s distinct commercial areas.
* Minimize displacement.

In light of these goals, the Commission must consider; 1) the proposed project’s removal
of 10,000 square feet of PDR, 2) the provision of 60 luxury units as against no affordable
housing on site 3) excessive parking, and 4) the merits, or lack of merits of the exemptions that
the applicant is seeking.





Planning Commissioners,
San Francisco Planning Commission
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The Proposed Project Does Nof Comply with Interim Controls or MAP 2020
Objectives.

In the preamble to the Interim Controls, the Commission found that they were consistent
with the eight priority policies of section 101.1 of the Planning Code including: 1) preserving
and enhancing neighborhood employment and ownership of neighborhood-serving businesses; 2)
preserving, existing neighborhood character and economic and cultural diversity; and 3)
preserving and enhancing affordable housing.

Likewise, the stated purpose of the MAP 2020 Planning Process is to “retain low to
moderate income residents and community-serving businesses (including Production,
Distribution, and Repair) artists and nonprofits in order to strengthen and preserve the
socioeconomic diversity of the Mission neighborhoods”.

The cumulative impacts of this and other predominantly luxury development projects
create a result 180 degrees opposite the purposes of Interim Controls and the MAP 2020 process.

There are a Number of Failings in the CEQA Evaluation of the Proposed Project

The Department made a CEQA Determination of Exemption on October 17, 2017. 1
have not been able to yet give the determination a more detailed review and will provide further
comment on this issue prior to the hearing. As a threshold observation, we note that the
Department still refuses to undertake a meaningful environmental evaluation if only because the
cumulative total of units built, entitled or in the pipeline (a minimum of 3,465 units) whereas the
PEIR evaluated a maximum of 2,054 units, with a “preferred project” of 1,692. (See
Attachment). This result not only confirms the inadequacy of the underlying EIR, but
demonstrates flaws in the Eastern Neighborhood Plan’s ability to predict the outcomes of its
policies.

For the above reasons, it is respectfully requested that the Commission exercise its
discretion under Planning Code Section 329(e)(4) to disapprove the project, or, if not so inclined,
to impose conditions on approval that address the concerns raised herein.

N

< W),
. Scott'Weaver
JSW:sme






Mission Projects Completed or Under Environmental Review
2008-2/23/16 (Planning Dept Data.)

3418 26™ Street 13 units

80 Julian Street 8 units

411 Valencia Street 16 units

490 South Van Ness 72 (add  + 15 units*
3240 18" Street 16 units

1875 Mission Street 38 units

1501 15" St 40 units

480 Potrero 84 units

2550-58 Mission 114 units

1450 15™ Street 23 units

346 Potrero 72 units

1785 15™ Street 8 units

1801-63 Mission Street 54 units

2600 Harrison Street 20 units

1924 Mission Street 12 units

600 South Van Ness 27 units

2000-2070 Bryant 254 subtract — 60 units*
2000-2070 Bryant (affordable) add +130 units*
1298 Valencia Street 35 units

1198 Valencia Street 52 units

1050 Valencia Street 16 units

1979 Mission Street 331 units

2675 Folsom Street 117 units

1900 Mission Street 11 units

2750 19" Street 60 units

1515 South Van Ness 160 subtract -3 units*
3140 16™ Street 28 units

2799 24™ Street 8 units

2435 16™ Street 53 units

3357-59 26" Street 8 units

1726-30 Mission Street 36 add +4 units*
3314 Cesar Chavez 52 units

1798 Bryant Street 131 units

2918-24 Mission Street 38 add +37 units*
793 South Van Ness 54 add +19 units*
953 Treat 8 units

3620 Cesar Chavez 28 units





344 14" /1463 Stevenson 45 units

1950 Mission Street 157 units
1296 Shotwell 96 units
Subtotal 2,451 units
Adjustment* +142 units
TOTAL

2,593 units

Mission Projects completed since 2008 not included in total above.

1880 Mission Street/ 1600 15™ Street (Vara) 202 units

380 14" Street 29 units
411 Valencia Street 16 units
Subtotal

Current Mission Pipeline Projects Not included above.

235 Valencia Street 50 units
1500 15" Street/398 Valencia 184 units
3700 20™ Street 25 units
3420 18™ Street 16 units
2632 Mission Street 16 units
606 Capp Street 20 units
2100 Mission Street 29 units
2070 Folsom Street 127 units
1990 Folsom Street 158 units
Subtotal

GRAND TOTAL

Proposed project approved in 2008 1,696 units
Number studied under EIR project options:
Option A — 762
Option B - 1,118
Option C - 2,054

* Adjustments to project size made after February 23, 2016

247 units

625 units

3,465 units






To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

October 23, 2017

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of October 23, 2017

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of October 23, 2017. 


Ethics (Monday, October 23, 530PM)

Discussion Only


· Discussion of Staff Policy Report and monthly update of the Commission’s Annual Policy Plan.


Action Items


· Discussion and possible action regarding proposed amendment to the Ethics Commission’s bylaws to change the date and start time of the Commission’s Regular Monthly meeting.


· Discussion and possible action on Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Referral of File No. 17048, Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.


· Continued discussion and possible action on revised proposed 2017 San Francisco Anti-Corruption and Accountability Ordinance that builds on the initial Proposition J Revision proposal and amends City campaign and government conduct laws (SF Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Articles I and III).


· Discussion and possible action on proposed change to Ethics Commission Regulations 67.33-1 and 15.102-1 (Sunshine and Ethics Trainings)


· Continued discussion and possible action on Staff’s Proposed Draft Enforcement Regulations with Staff Responses to Written Public Comment.


· Discussion and possible action on legislative items of interest to Commissioner Kopp.


· Discussion and possible action regarding status of complaints received or initiated by the Ethics Commission. 


· Conference with Legal Counsel: Anticipated litigation as plaintiff. (Closed Session) Number of possible cases: 42


Film (Monday, October 23, 2PM)

Discussion Only


· PRESIDENT’S REPORT - President Wang will provide an additional alert about the need to reschedule the Commission meetings for November and December; and a proposal for a full date Commission retreat in lieu of the January Commission meeting January.


· EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR REPORT


· an update on the number of recent film permits and notable productions which have shot in San Francisco; 


· an update on upcoming productions


· a report about the recent mixer held at the University Club on October 11th 

· a report about Film SF’s participation at the Mill Valley Film Festival which ran from October 5th-15th.

· a thank you to Commissioners Stiker, Cheng and Moscone for their assistance with an upcoming production 


· a reminder about the upcoming Film Commission Holiday Party on Wednesday December 6th.


· PRESENTATION BY BAYCAT - Senait Hailemariam, BAYCAT Studio Production Coordinator, will present about BAYCAT Studio's Internship Pathway Program, whose members have found work through the First Source Hiring Program and the Scene in San Francisco Rebate Program.


Small Business (Monday, October 23, 2PM)


Discussion Only


· Small Business Commission Certificate of Honor recognizing the contributions of Emily Gasner, founder and CEO of Working Solutions, from 2004-2017.

Action Items


· Board of Supervisors File No. 171042 - Various Codes - Regulation of Cannabis Businesses. Ordinance amending the Administrative, Business and Tax Regulations, Health, and Police Codes to comprehensively regulate commercial activities relating to the cultivation, manufacture, distribution, testing, sale, and delivery of medicinal and adult use cannabis by, among other things: 1) requiring businesses that engage in commercial cannabis activities to obtain a permit from the Office of Cannabis; 2) requiring the Director of the Office of Cannabis to establish an Equity Program to promote equitable ownership and employment opportunities in the cannabis industry; 3) defining eligibility for temporary and permanent cannabis business permits; 4) establishing priorities for the review of cannabis business permit applications; 5) establishing operating standards for cannabis businesses; 6) establishing criteria for granting, denying, suspending, and revoking cannabis business permits; 7) incorporating state law governing commercial cannabis activities into local law for enforcement purposes; 8) authorizing the imposition of fines and penalties for violation of local and state laws governing cannabis businesses, and establishing procedures by which cannabis businesses may appeal a fine or permit penalty; 9) prohibiting the smoking and vaping of cannabis on the premises of all cannabis businesses, except select Medicinal Cannabis Retailers, as authorized by the Department of Public Health; 10) prohibiting the consumption of cannabis and cannabis products, other than by smoking or vaping, on the premises of all cannabis businesses, except Storefront Cannabis Retailers and Cannabis Microbusinesses that obtain consumption permits from the Department of Public Health; 11) prohibiting until January 1, 2019, tours of cannabis cultivators, manufacturers, and cannabis microbusinesses, and authorizing the Director of Cannabis to extend the prohibition on tours, or establish guidelines for the operation of tours; 12) establishing a sunset date of March 31, 2018, for Article 33 of the Health Code (“Medical Cannabis Act”); and 13) eliminating the duty of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to send letters annually to state and federal officials requesting that cannabis be regulated and taxed; and affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act.

· Board of Supervisors File No. 171041 - Planning Code - Cannabis Regulation. Ordinance amending the Planning Code to 1) regulate cannabis land uses, including, among other things, adult use cannabis retail, Medical Cannabis Dispensaries, delivery-only services, manufacture of cannabis products, cannabis cultivation, and cannabis testing; 2) allow Medical Cannabis Dispensaries in additional zoning districts; 3) establish a land use process for the conversion of existing Medical Cannabis Dispensaries to Cannabis Retail establishments; 4) establish location and operating conditions for cannabis uses; 5) repeal Ordinance No. 186-17, which limited the number of medical cannabis dispensaries in Supervisorial District 11; and 6) delete superseded Planning Code provisions; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and public necessity, convenience and welfare findings pursuant to Planning Code, Section 302.

Port (Tuesday, October 24, 3PM, James R. Herman Cruise Terminal Pier 27)


Discussion Only


· Executive Director’s Report


· Overview of the City's Participation in the Living Cities' City Accelerator Program


· Pier 70 Waterfront Development Site Update


· SF Open Studios 2017 – October 28 & 29, 2017


· Seawall Resiliency Project Kick-off – October 18, 2017


· Opening of Queen’s Louisiana Po’-Boy Café – October 12, 2017


· Fleet Week Emergency Planning and North Bay Fires

· Informational presentation on the Port’s Contracting Activity for Fiscal Year 2016-17 (July 1, 2016 through June 30, 2017)


Action Items


· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL AND REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATOR (Closed Session) –


· Property: Boudin Properties located at Seawall Lot 301 at Fisherman’s Wharf


· Property: AB 8719, Lot 002, also known as Seawall Lot 337, AB 9900, Lot 62, also known as China Basin Park, and AB 9900, Lot 048 and AB 9900, Lot 048H, also known as Pier 48 (all bounded generally by China Basin, the San Francisco Bay, Mission Rock Street, and Third Street)


· Request authorization for the Executive Director to enter into a revised Project Partnership Agreement with the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for dredging of the Central Basin, with a revised Port matching share of 25%, not to exceed $2,922,500, towards the initial dredging costs, and a revised additional matching share not to exceed $1,169,000, or 10% of the initial costs payable over 30 years for future federal dredging of the Central Basin, and an additional 10% contingency of $409,150, for a total Port project cost not to exceed $4,500,650, subject to approval of the Board of Supervisors.

· Request authorization to advertise for competitive bids for Construction Contract No. 2790, Marine Structural Projects IV, (Piers 29 & 31½ Substructure Repair) 

· Request authorization to advertise for competitive bids for Construction Contract No. 2787, Pier 27 Passenger Shelter. 


· Request approval of the Operations Agreement with Agility Logistics Corp. (“Agility”) granting Agility authority to operate its site in South San Francisco, California as a Foreign Trade Zone No. 3 usage-driven site for a term of five years, with one option to extend for four years and outlining conditions for the operation of the usage-driven site.

PUC (Tuesday, October 24, 130PM)


Discussion Only


· CleanPowerSF Update

· Proposed Modifications to the Water Level of Service Goals and Objectives

· Federal Energy Regulatory Commission Relicensing of Don Pedro Hydroelectric Project and Licensing of La Grange Hydroelectric Project

· Policy and Government Affairs Annual Update

· Bay Area Water Supply and Conservation Agency Update

Action Items


· Approve the plans and specifications, and award Contract No. WD-2742, 16-Inch Ductile Iron Water Main Replacement on 7th Street from Townsend to 16th Street, in the amount of $1,986,746, to the lowest, qualified, responsible and responsive bidder, P & J Utility Co. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to Section 31.04 (h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code.

· Approve an increase to the funding allocation for the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission’s Floodwater Management Grant Program for Fiscal Year FY 2017-18 from $250,000 to up to $1,750,000, to be made available at the time of execution of grant agreements from the existing Wastewater Enterprise budget; and direct the General Manager to include in his recommended biennial budget for the Fiscal Years 2018-19 and 2019-20, a Grant Program budget of $2,000,000 per year for consideration by the Commission.

· Authorize the General Manager to designate a specific brand of grit separator system, HeadCell ® Vortex system by Hydro International, and a specific brand of grit dewatering/washing, Huber Technology’s COANDA, as necessary items only available from one source in the contract specifications for Contract WW-628, Southeast Plant New Headworks Facility, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 6.73(e)(1).

· Approve the terms and conditions and authorize the General Manager to negotiate and execute an Exclusive Negotiation Agreement (ENA) with Reservoir Community Partners, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company representing a joint venture comprised of AvalonBay Communities and Bridge Housing Corporation (collectively, Developer), to develop mixed-income housing, parks and open space on approximately 17 acres of property located at Ocean and Phelan Avenues in San Francisco, commonly known as the Balboa Reservoir. The ENA states the process and the terms and conditions upon which the City and County of San Francisco and the Developer will negotiate and seek to complete a purchase and sale agreement, quitclaim deed with reservation of certain easements, development agreement, declaration of use restrictions, and such other documents as are necessary to effectuate an approved development project for the Balboa Reservoir, subject to further approval by the SFPUC.

· Authorize the General Manager to execute, on behalf of the City and County of San Francisco, as the encroaching party, an Encroachment Permit with the Groveland Community Services District (GCSD), in an amount not to exceed $10,000, and with a duration of three years, with an automatic renewal of two successive additional terms of three years, to install adit monitoring stations on GCSD facilities within the Second Garrote and Big Creek Shafts of the Mountain Tunnel in Groveland, California.

· Award Job Order Contract No. JOC-65R, General Engineering (A – License), for a not-to-exceed amount of $5,000,000, and with a five-year term, to the lowest, qualified, responsible, and responsive bidder, Robert E. Boyer Construction, Inc., to perform general engineering construction tasks for all San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Enterprise Operations and Bureaus in San Joaquin, Stanislaus and Tuolumne Counties. 


· Conference with Legal Counsel -  Unlitigated Claim: Robin Paul Roderick v. City and County of San Francisco, Proposed Settlement Amount: $50,000 with release of claim (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Tariff Withdrawal per 35.15: Notice of Termination of the 1987 CCSF Interconnection Agreement – PG&E Rate Schedule FERC No. 114 to be effective 6/30/15. (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Tariff Withdrawal per 35.15: Notice of Termination of The CCSF Facilities Charge Agreement for Moscone to be effective 6/30/15. (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, §205(d) rate filing per 35.13 (a)(2)(iii): City and County of San Francisco Transmission Owner Tariff Replacement Agreements to be effective 7/1/15 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, §205(d) rate filing per 35.13 (a)(2)(iii): City and County of San Francisco Wholesale Distribution Tariff Replacement Agreements to be effective 7/1/15 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Notice of Termination of Facilities Charge Agreements between PG&E and the City and County of San Francisco (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: City and County of San Francisco v. Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Complaint under Sections 206 and 306 of the Federal Power Act. (Closed Session)

· Threat to Public Services or Facilities (Closed Session)

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, October 25, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Fire (Wednesday, October 25, 5PM)


Discussion Only


· REPORT FROM CHIEF OF DEPARTMENT, JOANNE HAYES-WHITE - Report on current issues, activities and events within the Department since the Fire Commission meeting of October 11, 2017 including budget, academies, special events, communications and outreach to other government agencies and the public.


· REPORT FROM ADMINISTRATION, DEPUTY CHIEF RAEMONA WILLIAMS - Report on the Administrative Divisions, Fleet and Facility status, including updates on Station 35 and the Training Facility on Treasure Island, Finance, Support Services, Homeland Security and Training within the Department.


Action Items


· APPROVAL TO SEND LETTER FROM COMMISSION IN SUPPORT OF THE ALISA ANN RUCH BURN FOUNDATION AND SFFISE TO SUPERVISOR SAFAI

Police (Wednesday, October 25, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Southeast Facilities (Wednesday, October 25, 6PM)


Discussion Only


· Report of the Chair                                                                                              


· Discussion to choose Commission meeting date in November in lieu of Legal Holiday

· Discussion regarding the Commission open seat

· SECFC Staff/Director Report                                                                 


· Greenhouse Grant Update

· Director’s Update

· Community Benefits Retreat

· Resolution to Honor Tommy Moala, Assistant General Manager/Wastewater on His Retirement

Housing Authority (Thursday, October 26, 4PM)

Action Items


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO EXECUTE AN AMENDMENT TO THE MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO AND THE INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF ELECTRICAL WORKERS, LOCAL 6

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO ENTER INTO A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO AND THE NORTHERN CALIFORNIA CARPENTERS REGIONAL COUNCIL, THE CARPENTERS 46 NORTHERN CALIFORNIA COUNTIES CONFERENCE BOARD, AND CARPENTERS LOCAL NO. 22


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT WITH HOUSING AUTHORITY PROPERTY INSURANCE (“HAPI”) FOR PROPERTY INSURANCE IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED THREE HUNDRED FIFTY SIX THOUSAND NINE HUNDRED FIFTY TWO DOLLARS ($356,952)

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT WITH THE HOUSING AUTHORITY RISK RETENTION GROUP (“HARRG”) FOR COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY INSURANCE IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED SIX HUNDRED FIFTY FIVE THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED TWELVE DOLLARS ($655,312)


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT FOR COMMERCIAL AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE COVERAGE WITH THE HOUSING AUTHORITY RISK RETENTION GROUP, INC. (HARRG PREFERRED DIRECT) IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED ONE HUNDRED FORTY THREE THOUSAND ONE HUNDRED FORTY ONE DOLLARS ($143,141)]


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING NEW UTILITY ALLOWANCES FOR THE LOW INCOME PUBLIC HOUSING PROGRAM OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 1, 2017

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTO TO ENTER INTO A SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE LOAN AGREEMENT AND AN AMENDED AND RESTATED PROMISSORY NOTE TO INCREASE THE CITY LOAN FOR ELEVATOR REPAIRS BY ONE MILLION ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS ($1,100,000) TO MAKE EMERGENCY REPAIRS AT THE SUNNYDALE AND POTRERO HOPE SF PROPERTIES

· RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO A TWO YEAR TASK BASED CONTRACT WITH THE OPTIONS TO EXTEND ADDITIONAL ONE YEAR PERIOD UP TO A CUMULATIVE THREE YEARS MAXIMUM FOR ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING AS-NEEDED SERVICES WITH FW ASSOCIATES FOR AN AMOUNT NOT-TO-EXCEED ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS ($100,000)

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO SEPARATE ONE YEAR CONTRACTS WHICH MAY BE EXTENDED FOR UP TO FOUR ADDITIONAL ONE YEAR PERIODS WITH A&C AUTO CLINIC, INC. AND ERIE AUTO-TRUCK REPAIR, INC. FOR FLEET MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR FOR A CUMULATIVE AMOUNT NOTTO-EXCEED $150,000 FOR THE FIRST CONTRACT YEAR FOR BOTH CONTRACTS AND THE AUTHORITY WILL SEEK BUDGET APPROVAL FOR ADDITIONAL FUNDS ACCORDINGLY

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO TWO, TWO (2) YEAR LICENSE AGREEMENTS WITH THE CROSS CULTURAL FAMILY CENTER TO PROVIDE CHILD CARE SERVICES AT 71 TURNER TERRACE AND 85 TURNER TERRACE IN THE POTRERO HOUSING DEVELOPMENT


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO A LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH MERCY HOUSING CALIFORNIA FOR COMMUNITY GARDEN SPACES AT THE SUNNYDALE PUBLIC HOUSING DEVELOPMENT LOCATED AT (1) SUNNYDALE AVENUE AND HAHN STREET; (2) 1654 SUNNYDALE AVENUE; (3) 47 BROOKDALE AVENUE; AND (4) 129 BROOKDALE AVENUE

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO TWO, TWO (2) YEAR LICENSE AGREEMENTS WITH THE WU YEE CHILDREN’S SERVICES TO PROVIDE CHILD CARE SERVICES AT 700 VELASCO IN THE SUNNYDALE HOUSING DEVELOPMENT AND 729 KIRKWOOD ADJACENT TO THE HUNTERS POINT EAST/WEST HOUSING DEVELOPMENT RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RECORD RETENTION AND DISPOSITION POLICY FOR THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO


· Confidential – Attorney/Client Privileged; Potential Litigation (Closed Session)

Human Rights (Thursday, October 26, 530PM)

Discussion Only


· Recommendations for Possible Collection and Use of Data on Efforts to Create Race and Ethnicity Data Standards 


· Presentation on the Importance of Data and Recommendations on Use of Data for Advancement in Policy and Practice


· Presentation on Data and Racial Justice Litigation and Advocacy


· Presentation by The African American Achievement and Leadership Initiative on use of Data to Inform Strategies for African American Students in SFUSD 


· Update on Community Meetings on Tasers


· My Brother and Sister’s Keeper Proposed Outcome Metrics


· Update on Upcoming and Recent Human Rights Commission Workshops and Presentations 


· Update on Equity Presentations 


· Discussion on Importance of Attendance and Quorum


Action Items


· Review and Potential Approval of RFP for Transgender Safety and Wellness Services 

Human Services (Thursday, October 26, 930AM)


Discussion Only


· The Executive Director’s Report


· State and City legislation and budget reports


· Family & Children’s Services


· Economic Support and Self-Sufficiency Services


· Administration and other issues

Action Items


· Requesting ratification of actions taken by the Executive Director since the September 28, 2017 Regular Meeting in accordance with Commission authorization of October 26, 2017:


· Submission of requests to encumber funds in the total amount of $0 for purchase of services or supplies and contingency amounts;


· Submission of 1 temporary position for possible use in order to fill positions on a temporary basis;


· Submission of report of 51 temporary appointments made during the period of 9.16.17 thru 10.13.17.

· Requesting authorization to modify the existing grant agreement with CHAPIN HALL AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO to provide Rapid Support & Housing for Families services; during the period October 1, 2017 through September 28, 2018; for an additional amount of $104,425 plus a 10% contingency for a revised total amount not to exceed $623,306.


· Requesting authorization to modify the existing grant agreement with ARRIBA JUNTOS to provide Interrupt, Predict, Organize (IPO) Services; during the period of October 1, 2017 through June 30, 2018; for an additional amount of $193,887, plus a 10% contingency for a revised total amount not to exceed $499,276.


· Requesting authorization to modify the existing grant agreement with YOUNG COMMUNITY DEVELOPERS to provide Interrupt, Predict, Organize (IPO) Services; during the period of October 1, 2017 through June 30, 2018; for an additional amount of $172,344, plus a 10% contingency for a revised total amount not to exceed $747,278.


· Requesting authorization to modify the grant agreements with multiple providers to apply the Cost of Doing Business (CODB) increase; during the period of July 1, 2017 through June 30, 2019; in the additional amount of $2,781,465.


· Requesting authorization for the Department of Human Services to purchase and distribute gift cards as incentives; during the period of October 1, 2017 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $160,200.

Planning (Thursday, October 26, 1PM)

Action Items – Consideration of Items Proposed for Continuance

· 89 ROOSEVELET WAY - south side of Roosevelt Way at Buena Vista Terrace; Lot 077 in Assessor’s Block 2612 (District 8) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.09.19.8061, proposing the vertical addition of a mezzanine level with roof decks to an existing 3-story building within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). (Proposed for Continuance to November 16, 2017)

Discussion Only


· Report on potential re-scheduling of Discretionary Review hearings for the following properties: 1824 Jennings Street; 1083 Hollister Avenue; 1395 Shafter Avenue; 1290 Shafter Avenue; 1351 Revere Avenue; 38 Carr Street; 1050 Gilman Avenue; 1656 Newcomb Avenue; 1187 Palou Avenue.  The Planning Commission previously continued the hearings for most of these properties to December 21, 2017.  Planning Department staff would re-notice the hearings for these properties to an earlier Planning Commission hearing date of November 16, 2017, and would provide public notice of this new date as required by the Planning Code.

Action Items


· 2750 19TH STREET - located at the northeast corner of Bryant and 19th Streets, Lot 004A in Assessor’s Block 4023 (District 10) - Request for a Large Project Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section 329, for the demolition of an existing industrial building, with the exception of the brick facade, and new construction of a six-story, 68-foot tall, mixed-use building (measuring approximately 74,446 square feet) with 60 dwelling units, approximately 7,471 square feet ground floor retail, 45 below-grade off-street parking spaces, one car-share parking space, 84 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces, and 13 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces. The Project includes 4,800 square feet of common open space roof deck. Under the LPA, the project is seeking an exception to certain Planning Code requirements, including: 1) rear yard (Planning Code Section 134); 2) dwelling unit exposure (Planning Code Section 140); 3) street frontage (Planning Code Section 145.1). The project site is located within the UMU (Urban Mixed-Use) and 68-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 452 OAK STREET - north side of Oak Street between Buchanan and Laguna Streets; Lot 011 in Assessor’s Block 0830 (District 5) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization to allow the subdivision of a through lot with frontages on Oak Street and Hickory Street causing the existing structure on the newly-created lot fronting on Oak Street to exceed the dwelling unit density limits within a RTO (Residential Transit Oriented) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 379-383 UPPER TERRACE - west side of Upper Terrace near the top of Mt. Olympus, Lots 081-083 in Assessor’s Block 2629A (District 8) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization to infill the space beneath the existing two-story structure containing three dwelling units to create a fourth dwelling unit pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1, 249.77, and 303. The proposed project also includes the construction of a new roof deck, the reduction of the carport to add stair access to the roof deck, a new rear balcony, and the addition of a new ADU on the 3rd level in an existing storage space. The subject property is located within a RH-3 (Residential House, Three-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 2921 VALLEJO STREET  - between Baker Street and Lyon Street, Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 0957 (District 2) - Requests for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.04.12.4605, proposing new construction of a five-story 7,065 square foot single-family home on a vacant lot within a RH-1(D) (Residential, House, One-Family, Detached Dwellings) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

· 5 LELAND AVENUE - south side of Leland Avenue, between Bayshore Boulevard and Desmond Street; Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 6249 (District 10) - Request for Mandatory Discretionary Review of an application for a change of use from retail to a Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) at the ground story, within a NC-3 (Neighborhood Commercial - Moderate Scale) Zoning District and 55-X Height and Bulk District. The MCD is proposed for on-site sales with no on-site cultivation or production. The associated Building Permit Application 2016.1214.4950 is for change of use and both interior and exterior alterations. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Conditions


· 3015 SAN BRUNO AVENUE - east side of San Bruno Avenue, between Paul and Olmstead Streets; Lot 016 in Assessor’s Block 5467 (District 9) - Request for a Mandatory Discretionary Review of an application for a change of use from acupuncture office to a Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) at the ground story, within a NC-2 (Neighborhood Commercial - Small Scale) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposed MCD (d.b.a SBA Wellness) will be approximately 1,644 square feet in total at the ground level with a partial basement. No smoking or cultivation of cannabis is proposed on-site. The associated Building Permit Application 2016.07.28.3597 is for tenant improvements only. No exterior changes or expansions are proposed. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Conditions

Misc. 

· Planning Zoning Variance Hearing (Wednesday, October 25, 930AM)




								Portola District Resident

 94134

								October 20, 2017



San Francisco Planning Commission

1650 Mission St, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA  94103



Re: Case 2016-000119DRM   SBA Wellness MCD Discretionary Review for 3015 San Bruno Avenue



Dear Commissioners:



This letter will serve as notice in opposition of the approval for the above Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) in the Portola District neighborhood.  This business is a duplication of service and will have a negative impact on the neighborhood in several ways. It is not in keeping with the City General Plan.



The Portola District was established in 1869 we are only a .771 square mile neighborhood composed of 12,627 residents according to City-Data. We are often carved out, split and grouped into other districts, census tracks, and planning districts. But we are a neighborhood of single family home owners and 45% of our population is foreign born. A quarter of the residents are younger than 17 years of age and almost a fifth are over 60.  Our community is served by three western medical health facilities, many traditional healers, herbalists, acupuncture and therapeutic massage practitioners.  In the past the Portola has vigorously opposed a cannabis dispensary.  I feel this is because it offers no value for most of the community.  However, we do have the Native American Spiritual Wellness Center at 2955 San Bruno Avenue which offers natural plant medicines including cannabis.  The Center is located 407 feet away from the proposed MCD or a two minute walk. Everyone is welcome as a member making cannabis available in the Portola.  The proposed facility does not add variety to our neighborhood economic base. 



Approval of this MCD would create a clustering of dispensaries in predominately residential neighborhoods.  The geographic center of the Portola District is about 1 mile from the Green Cross dispensary at 4218 Mission Street.  This is the same distance to the proposed MCD site on San Bruno Avenue.  Additionally, the proposed facility is 1 mile away from an approved MCD at 2442 Bayshore Boulevard in Visitation Valley.  Should the 5 Leland Avenue dispensary also be approved that would make two dispensaries just one mile away from the proposed facility.  Clustering of dispensaries does not offer economic diversity or enhancement of living in a neighborhood. 



The 3015 San Bruno site location is only 236 feet away from Child’s Time Preschool operating at 3061 San Bruno Avenue.  That is a 1 minute walk to a long established neighborhood preschool which serves low income families. This is not within the State or City legal requirements of 600 and 1,000 foot distance restrictions for dispensary locations and facilities for children. The Board of Supervisors recently disagreed with the Planning Commission’s approval of a MCD at 2505 Noriega because to was too close to a church and preschool.  That Sunset District facility’s inappropriate location is almost an identical situation with this permit application.  We have the Native American Spiritual Wellness Center church and a preschool located too close to the proposed MCD.    



The proposed location will have a negative impact on both traffic flow and parking.  San Bruno Avenue and Paul is a confounding asymmetrical intersection 171 feet from the proposed site.  Both streets are routes of entrance and egress for highway 101 north and south bound. The second busiest bus route, the #9 San Bruno and the #8 Bayshore have both inbound and outbound stops at this intersection.  The pedestrian traffic is very heavy and vehicles making turns create continuous traffic backups.  Dedicated turn lanes and large bus stops have significantly reduced street parking.  Commercial and residential property driveways have also extensively limited street parking.  Supervisor Ahsha Safai’s district experienced such a large influx of vehicle traffic from San Mateo County medical cannabis patrons that he passed an ordinance limiting MCDs in his district’s neighborhoods. The proposed MCD’s location offers even greater convenient access for out of district customers due to the easy freeway access. This will exacerbate an already unsafe level of congestion. The lack of street parking always results in unsafe vehicle double parking and blocked driveways.  Approval of a MCD at this location will have undesired consequences of street overburden, congestion with more exhaust, and increased associated noise.  These are neighborhood penalties not benefits. Adding to this burden are the hours of operation.  A start time of 8AM will impede all forms of commuter traffic and a 10PM close will likely disrupt the quiet harmony of the residents. This location is unsuited for a high volume, long hour business of any type as it will result in the interference with the peaceful quiet enjoyment of the neighborhood. 



The San Francisco Department of Public Health’s, 2016 Annual Director’s Report on Medical Cannabis Dispensaries, stated that they have not received any formal complaints about the inability to access medical cannabis in San Francisco.  I cannot support a business that will be so disruptive to the character of the neighborhood.  A MCD at this location will just add to the saturation of dispensaries in the southern neighborhoods.  With the probable addition of recreational cannabis distribution, a dispensary at 3015 San Bruno Avenue would be crippling to our neighborhood. 



Please reject the proposed MCD in this neighborhood, it is not needed, it is redundant , it does not contribute to economic diversity, it is proximal to a children’s facility and church, it will overburden our roads and parking, it will interfere with our air quality, safety and quiet, it is not an appropriate choice for this location. It is not a community business and will not enhance the quality of life in our community. It is not in keeping with the City’s General Plan.



Thank you for your attention,



T.A. Montoya 
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AMENDED IN COMMITEE
FILE NO. 160478 12/1/2016 ORDINANCE NO. 001-17

[Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code - Requiring Commissioners to File Behested
Payment Reports]

Ordinance amending the Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code to require
members of City boards and commissions to file behested payment reports regarding

the solicitation of charitable contributions.

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font.
Additions to Codes are in smgle underlme ztalzcs Times New Roman font.
Deletions to Codes are in
Board amendment additions are in double underlmed Arial font.
Board amendment deletions are in
Asterisks (* * * *)indicate the omission of unchanged Code
subsections or parts of tables.

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:

Section 1. The Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code is hereby amended by
adding Chapter 6, Sections 3.600, 3.610, and 3.620, to read as follows:

CHAPTER 6: BEHESTED PAYMENT REPORTING FOR COMMISSIONERS

SEC. 3.600. DEFINITIONS.

Whenever in this Chapter 6 the following words or phrases are used, they shall have the

following meanings:

“Agent” shall be defined as set forth in Title 2, Section 18438.3 of California Code of

Regulations, as amended from time to time.

“Auctioneer” shall mean any person who is engaged in the calling for, the recognition of. and

the acceptance of. offers for the purchase of goods at an auction.

“Behested Payment Report” shall mean the Fair Political Practices Commission Form 803, or

any other successor form, required by the Fair Political Practices Commission to fulfill the disclosure

requirements imposed by California Government Code Section 82015(b)(2)(B)(iii), as amended from

time to time.
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“Charitable Contribution” shall mean any monetary or non-monetary contribution to a

government agency, a bona fide public or private educational institution as defined in Section 203 of

the California Revenue and Taxation Code, or a-renprofit an organization that is exempt from

taxation under either Section 501(c) or Section 527 of the United States Internal Revenue Code.

“Commissioner” shall mean any member of a board or commission listed in Campaien and

Governmental Conduct Code Section 3.1-103(a)(1); provided, however, that “Commissioner” shall not

include any member of the Board of Supervisors.

“License, permit, or other entitlement for use” shall be defined as set forth in California

Government Code Section 84308, as amended from time to time.

“Participant”’ shall be defined as set forth in California Government Code Section 84308 and

Title 2, Section 18438.4 of California Code of Regulations, as amended from time to time.

“Party” shall be defined as set forth in California Government Code Section 84308, as

amended from time to time.

SEC. 3.610. REQUIRED FILING OF BEHESTED PAYMENT REPORTS.
(a) FILING REQUIREMENT. If a Commissioner directly or indirectly requests or solicits

any Charitable Contribution(s), or series of Charitable Contributions, from any party, participant or

agent of a party or participant involved in a proceeding regarding administrative enforcement, a

license, a permit, or other entitlement for use before the Commissioner’s board or commission, the

Commissioner shall file a Behested Payment Report with the Ethics Commission in the following

circumstances.

(1) ifthe party, participant or agent makes any Charitable Contribution, or series of

Charitable Contributions, totaling $1,000 or more while the proceeding is pending, the Commissioner

shall file a Behested Payment Report within 30 days of the date on which the Charitable Contribution

was made, or if there has been a series of Charitable Contributions, within 30 days of the date on

which a Charitable Contribution causes the total amount of the contributions to total $1,000 or more;

Supervisor Peskin
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(2) if the party, participant or agent makes any Charitable Coniribution, or series of

Charitable Contributions, totaling $1,000 or more during the three months following the date a final

decision is rendered in the proceeding, the Commissioner shall file a Behested Payment Report within

30 days of the date on which the Charitable Contribution was made, or if there has been a series of

Charitable Contributions, within 30 days of the date on which a Charitable Contribution causes the

total amount of the contributions to total $1,000 or more; and

(3) if the party, participant or agent made any Charitable Coniribution, or series of

Charitable Contributions, totaling $1,000 or more in the 12 months prior lo the commencement of a

proceeding, the Commissioner shall file a Behested Payment Report within 30 days of the date the

Commissioner knew or should have known that the source of the Charitable Contribution(s) became a

party, participant or agent in a proceeding before the Commissioner’s board or commission.

(b) WEBSITE POSTING. The Ethics Commission shall make available through its website all

Behested Payment Reports it receives from Commissioners.

(c) PENALTIES. A Commissioner who fails to comply with this Section 3.610 is subject to the

adminisirative process and penalties set forth in Section 3.242(d).

(d) EXCEPTION. A Commissioner has no obligation to file Behested Payment Reports, as

required by subsection (a), if the Commissioner solicited Charitable Contributions by acting as an

auctioneer at a fundraising event for a nonprofit organization that is exempt from taxation under

Section 501 (c)(3) of the United States Internal Revenue Code.

SEC. 3.620. REGULATIONS.

(a) The Ethics Commission may adopt rules, regulations, and guidelines for the implementation

of this Chapter 6.

(b) The Ethics Commission may, by regulation, require Commissioners to electronically submit

substantially the same information as required by the Behested Payment Report to fulfill their

obligations under Section 3.610.
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Section 2. Effective and Operative Dates.

(a) This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after enactment. Enactment occurs
when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the ordinance unsigned or does not
signvthe ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board of Supervisors overrides the
Mayor’s veto of the ordinance.

(b) This ordinance shall become operative on January 1, 2018.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DENNIS J. HE RA, City Attorney

By:

A
ANDREW SHEN
Deputy City Attorney

n:\legana\as2016\1600703\01152005.docx
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City and County of San Francisco City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

Tails San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Ordinance

File Number: 160478 Date Passed: January 10, 2017

Ordinance amending the Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code to require members of City
boards and commissions to file behested payment reports regarding the solicitation of charitable
contributions.

October 21, 2016 Government Audit and Oversight Committee - CONTINUED TO CALL
OF THE CHAIR

December 01, 2016 Government Audit and Oversight Committee - AMENDED, AN
AMENDMENT OF THE WHOLE BEARING SAME TITLE

December 01, 2016 Government Audit and Oversight Committee - CONTINUED TO CALL
OF THE CHAIR AS AMENDED ’

December 08, 2016 Government Audit and Oversight Committee - RECOMMENDED AS
COMMITTEE REPORT

December 13, 2016 Board of Supetrvisors - PASSED ON FIRST READING

Ayes: 10 - Avalos, Breed, Campos, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Peskin, Tang and
Yee
Vacant: 1 - District 8

January 10, 2017 Board of Supervisors - FINALLY PASSED

Ayes: 11 - Breed, Cohen, Farrell, Fewer, Kim, Peskin, Ronen, Safai, Téng, Yee
and Sheehy
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File No. 160478 | hereby certify that the foregoing
Ordinance was FINALLY PASSED on

1/10/2017 by the Board of Supervisors of
the City and County of San Francisco.

,f,v mwllo
Clerk of the Board

- // : LT O
Mayq’i{'/ Date Approved
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PETER KEANE
CHAIRPERSON

DAINA CHIU
VICE-CHAIRPERSON

PAUL A. RENNE
COMMISSIONER

QUENTIN L. Kopp
COMMISSIONER

YVONNE LEE
COMMISSIONER

LEEANN PELHAM
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

ETHICS COMMISSION
CiTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Behested Payments Reporting by City Board and Commission Members
Becomes Operative January 1, 2018

Notice of Operative Date for Approved Legislation

On January 10, 2017, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 to enact an ordinance
requiring new reporting by City Board and Commission members of certain payments they
request from persons with matters pending before their board or commission. This “behested
payments” reporting requirement was signed into law by the Mayor on January 20, 2017, and
becomes operative on January 1, 2018.

Overview of Enacted Law

As adopted, the ordinance requires members of boards and commissions who are required to
file a Statement of Economic Interests (Form 700) to disclose if they directly or indirectly
request or solicit payments of $1,000 from parties or participants (or their agents) while
certain matters are pending before that board or commission. The disclosure requirement
applies to both monetary and non-monetary contributions to a government agency,
educational institution, and both 501(c) and Section 527 tax-exempt organizations.

Under existing state law, when a payment of $5,000 or more from a single source is made at
the “behest” of a local elected official for a legislative, governmental, or charitable purpose,
that official must file a “behested payment report.”* This reporting requirement applies when
there has been a single payment of $5,000 or more, or a series of payments over the course of
a calendar year, from a single source. After reaching the $5,000 threshold, elected officials
subject to this requirement must file a behested payment report with their departments
within 30 days. Within another 30 days, such reports must be forwarded from those
departments to the Ethics Commission. Prior to adoption of the new law, no “behested
payment reporting” requirement applied to members of City boards and commissions, unless
they are also elected officials.

=>» The new law requires members of City boards and commissions who are required to
file Statements of Economic Interests (Form 700) to file a behested payment report
when they solicit payments directly or indirectly, from a party, participant, or agent of a

1 See Cal. Gov. Code § 82015(b)(2)(B)(iii). At the time of publication, pending state legislation would
define behested payment in Cal. Gov. Code § 82004.5, define made at the behest of in Cal. Gov. Code §
82041.3, and relocate behested payment reporting to Cal. Gov. Code § 84224.

25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220 o San Francisco, CA 94102-6053 e Phone (415) 252-3100 o Fax (415) 252-3112
E-Mail Address: ethics.commission@sfgov.org

Web site: https://www.sfethics.org





party or participant involved in an administrative proceeding before the board or
commission.

A member of a board or commission must file a behested payment report if:

e the party, participant or agent of a party or participant makes a payment, or a series
of payments, totaling $1,000 or more while the proceeding is pending before the
commissioner’s board or commission;

e the party, participant or agent of a party or participant makes a payment, or a series
of payments, totaling $1,000 or more during the three months following the date a
final decision is rendered in the proceeding; or

e if the party, participant or agent of a party or participant makes a payment, or a
series of payments, totaling $1,000 or more in the 12 months prior to the
commencement of a proceeding, after the commissioner learns or should have
learned that the source of the payment became involved in a proceeding before the
board or commission.

Members of City boards and commissions will be required to report information similar
to that currently required of elected officials. These reports must be filed with the Ethics
Commission, and the Ethics Commission will be required to make them available
through its website.

In addition, any member of a City board or commission who fails to comply with the
reporting requirements is subject to the administrative, civil or criminal remedies that
generally apply to violations of local conflict-of-interest laws.

For More Information

The Ethics Commission is working diligently to put processes in place to implement the new behested
payments provisions — including a process for filing the new behested payments reports — and to help
inform those affected by the new law to understand and comply with these requirements. Please feel
free to contact the Commission with any questions at (415) 252-3100, or by email at
ethics.commission@sfgov.org.
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MCD on San Bruno Ave

		From

		Tan

		To

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; Christensen, Michael (CPC); Ronen, Hillary; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; michael.christensen@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



Dear Sir/Madam:



My name is Tan Nguyen, I am a San Francisco resident who currently live in the Bay View area.  I am writing this email to express our concern about a MCD store to be open at 3015 San Bruno Ave, we kindly request that the planning board reviewers do not approve a Medical Cannabis Dispensary place permitted to open in this area.  The reason for this is because there are many children walk by this area daily, this will be a bad effect to the children’s life.  I also have two sons, one is currently attending Dr. Martin Luther School Middle School, and another one is currently attending Visitacion Valley Elementary School, we pick up our kids and walk by this location every day.  We strongly believe that if this store open at this location, it will be a bad effect our sons and many other students’ life in their future.  Thank you very much for your time and consideration.



Sincerely,

Tan Nguyen

65 Orsi Circle

San Francisco, CA 94124

Phone: 415-939-6958












No MCD on San Bruno Avenue

		From

		TheHomelessChurch

		To

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; Christensen, Michael (CPC); Ronen, Hillary; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; michael.christensen@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



To the esteemed members of the Planning  Commission 



I am sorry that I will be at a three day event at Chico State University and not able to be with you in person on the day of this Public Hearing.  I hope another will be allowed to present these words before the Commission on that day.  I now send you my concerns by email.



AS AN ORDAINED MINISTER OF THE ASSEMBLIES OF GOD I oppose this marijuana dispensary in our neighborhood. We all know the deleterious effects of marijuana smoking.  Getting high on marijuana produces a lack of personal attention to and caring about others.  As an addictive drug, it leads to further drug use and experimentation.  Marijuana use often produces an atmosphere and culture of crime and rebellion.



AS A REFORMED POTHEAD MYSELF I oppose this marijuana dispensary. We all know that the whole goal of the potsmoking culture is to get high and stay high.  IT IS A LIE to claim that marijuana is of some medical benefit.  I know because we began to use that same lie when I was a pothead.  I was high on marijuana for eight years— for 5 years in San Francisco (1966 to 1971) followed by 3 years in the Grass Valley area.  Those were years of my life when I accomplished nothing. I dreamed some dreams. I attempted some things. I failed in achieving those goals. 



AS A MEMBER OF THIS COMMUNITY, the Portola, I don't want a marijuana dispensary exposing our young people to a culture built around “hanging around waiting to pick up more drugs.”  Our youth will learn about how to connect with drug dealers.  And the dealers will offer them other drugs, and this area will be entrenched in the drug culture.  We saw this happening in this City in the ’60’s.  HAVE WE FORGOTTEN THE 60’s?



THIS IS THE TIME FOR COMMUNITIES LIKE THE PORTOLA community TO STAND UP and say “NOT ON MY WATCH!”  It's time for all of us who know better TO HELP those who do not know what that kind of behavior leads to. And it is time TO OPPOSE THOSE MERCHANDISERS WHO WOULD IMPOSE THIS KIND OF CULTURE upon OUR COMMUNITY— just for the financial benefit of the MERCHANDISERS.



Yours for a better San Francisco,



Pastor Evan Prosser

3230 San Bruno Avenue

San Francisco CA 94134






Mayor Edwin M. Lee

Together with the Honorary Host Committee:
Assemblymember Rob Bonta
Board of Education Vice President Hydra Mendoza
Human Rights Commissioner Melanie Ampon
Entertainment Commissioner Dori Caminong
Asian Art Commissioner Carmen Colet
San Francisco Sheriff's Department Lieutenant Reynold DeGuzman
Graffiti Advisory Board Commissioner Rebecca Delgado Rottman
San Francisco Fire Department Battalion Chief Raymond Guzman
Board of Appeals Commission President Darryl Honda
Community Investment and Infrastructure Commission Chair Marily Mondejar
Entertainment Commissioner Al Perez
Status of Women Commissioner Marjan Philhour
Immigrant Rights Commissioner Franklin Ricarte
San Francisco Police Department Captain Eric Vintero
San Francisco - Manila Sister City Committee

Kindly request the pleasure of your company at the

Filipino Americars FHistony Months Telebration

“Equity. Community. Empowerment.”

~~~ FEATURING ~~~
Special Proclamation by Mayor Ed Lee,
Keynote Address by Board of Education Vice President and
Deputy Chief of Staff Hydra Mendoza,
Certificate of Honor to Alleluia Panis and
Congressional Gold Medal Presentation to Filipino WWII Veterans

e WITH ~~~
Franco Finn, Emcee | Westbay Pilipino Multiservice Center
Parangal Dance Company | LIKHA Pilipino Folk Ensemble

MONDAY, OCTOBER 30, 2017
5:30 pm - 7:30 pm
Seating is limited and begin at 5:00 pm

San Francisco City Hall Rotunda
1Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco

Attire: Traditional Filipino / Business Casual
RSVP to: https://e.sparxo.com/FilAmHistoryMonth2017
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